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Presenting  or  opposing  evidence  is  at  the  heart  of  all  trial  work. 

While  there  can  be  no  substitute  for  an  attorney's  familiarity  with  the 
Military  Rules  of  Evidence,  a  ccxipilation  of  sanple  foundaticxial  questions 
can  aid  the  new  trial  lawyer  in  the 
that  end,  this  publication  has  been 
3implify  ~i:he  of^he  new  Tiavy-F 

concrete  exanples  of  predicate  questions  and  other  trial  evolutions  which 
may  be  adapted  for  use  in  typical  court-martial  cases. 

Not  every  rule  has  been  covered,  lliose  situations  which  are  commonly  C' 

encountered  in  the  field  or  fleet  have  been  made  the  subject  of  an  example.  / 

Should  you  feel  that  particular  examples  are  inadequate  or  that  additional 
areas  should  be  covered,  pleeise  write  the  Evidence  Divisicwi,  Naval  Justice 
School,  Newport,  R.I.  02841-5030.  Your  suggestions  are  always  welccxne. 

Preparation  is  the  key  to  successful  trial  work.  Do  not  assume  that 
you  can  substitute  the  samples  in  this  text  for  plain  hard  work.  Rather, 
you  should  use  this  aid  to  practice  as  a  means  of  making  your  preparation  a 
little  easier. 


presentation  of  his  or  her  case. 


Urine  Corps  trial  attorney  4^  giving 
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COMMON  TRIAL  OBJECTICWS 


Rev.  1/86 


Mil.R.Evid.  103 


Procedure : 


1.  State  "Objection!" 

2.  State  specific  ground  or  grounds  for  objection. 

—  Example:  "Objection,  Your  Honor.  The  question  is 
irrelevant." 

3.  Argue  after  permission  frcxn  military  judge  obtained. 

—  The  objections  listed  below  merely  illustrate  some  of 
the  common  objections  made  in  court.  They  are  by  no 
means  exhaustive  of  the  vast  number  of  objections  one 
might  make  or  encounter. 


Witnesses 

A.  Competency  (Mil.R.Evid.  601) 

I  object  to  this  witness'  testimony  on  the  ground  that  (he) 

(she)  is  an  incompetent  witness. 

(He)  (she)  (does)  (did)  not  have  sufficient  mental 
capacity  to  (observe)  (recollect)  (relate)  the  events 
in  question. 

B.  Types  of  witnesses 

1.  Experts  (Mil.R.Evid.  702,  703) 

a.  Opposing  counsel  is  asking  the  witness  to  state  an 
expert  opinion,  but  counsel  has  not  shown  that  the 
witness  rjalifias  as  an  expert. 

b.  Although  the  witness  is  an  expert  in  the  field  of 

_ ,  the  question's  subject-matter  related  to 

another  area  of  expertise,  namely,  the  field  of 


Laymen 

a.  There  has  been  no  showing  that  the  witness'  testimony 
is  rationally  based  and  helpful  to  understanding  the 
testimony  (Mil.R.Evid  701). 

b.  The  question  asks  the  witness  to  state  (his)  (her)  mere 
opinion  rather  than  facts. 


(iff?? 


C.  Examination  of  witnesses  (Mil.R.Evid.  611) 


1.  Scope  of  examination 

The  question  exceeds  the  proper  scope  of  (cross) 
(redirect)  (recross)  examination.  The  question  relates 
to  a  matter  vrtiich  was  not  covered  on  (direct)  (cross) 
(redirect)  examination. 

2.  Improper  questions  or  answers 

a.  'Ihe  question  is  leading.  Opposing  counsel  is  unfairly 
attempting  to  suggest  an  answer  to  the  witness. 

b.  The  question  assumes  facts  vAiich  are  not  in  evidence. 

c.  Ihe  question  is  ambiguous  and  confusing  to  the  witness. 
I  would  request  that  opposing  counsel  clarify  the 
question  for  the  witness*  sake. 

d.  Opposing  counsel  is  asking  a  compound  question;  he  has 

really  asked  (two)  (three)  questions,  namely,  _ 

and  _  (and  _ ).  I  request  that  counsel 

separate  the  question  into  parts  and  ask  the  questions 
one  at  a  time. 

e.  I  object  to  the  answer  on  the  ground  that  it  is 
non-responsive  to  my  question.  I  further  request  that 
you  instruct  the  court  members  to  disregard  the  answer. 

f.  Hie  question  is  repetitive;  it  has  already  been  asked 
and  answered. 

D,  Credibility  (See  Mil.R.Evid.  607-609) 

1.  Bolstering 

Opposing  counsel  is  attempting  to  bolster  his  witness' 
credibility  before  the  credibility  has  been  attacked. 

2 .  Impeachment 

1.  Opposing  counsel  is  using  an  improper  method  of 
impeachment : 

Although  the  witness  is  a  drug  addict,  the 
opposing  counsel  has  not  shown  that  the  addiction 
affected  the  witness'  veracity. 

2.  The  opposing  counsel  is  using  extrinsic  evidence  to 
contradict  the  witness  on  a  collateral  matter. 

3.  The  opposing  counsel  did  not  lay  a  proper  foundation 
for  the  (reputation)  (opinion)  evidence  of  the  witness' 
untruthfulness. 
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4.  The  act  of  misconduct  opposing  counsel  is  attempting  to 
prove  does  not  affect  the  witness'  credibility. 

5.  The  type  of  conviction  opposing  counsel  is  attempting 
to  prove  is  not  for  a  type  of  offense  which  affects  the 
the  witness'  credibility. 

3.  Rehabilitation 

Opposing  counsel  is  improperly  attempting  to 

rehabilitate  (his)  (her)  witness'  credibility: 

(1)  By  specific  acts  of  good  conduct. 

(2)  Since  the  opinion  rendered  as  to  peacefulness  does 
not  rehabilitate  a  witness  where  credibility  is 
attacked . 


II.  The  content  of  witnesses'  testimony 
A.  Relevance  (See  Mil.R.Evid.  401) 

1 .  General  concepts 

a.  The  evidence  opposing  counsel  is  offering  is 

irrelevant;  (he)  (she)  is  offering  it  to  prove  a 
proposition  which  is  not  in  issue  in  this  case. 

b.  The  evidence  opposing  counsel  is  offering  is 

irrelevant;  it  does  not  have  any  tendency  in  reason  to 
prove  or  disprove  an  issue  in  this  case. 

c.  The  probative  value  of  the  evidence  is  substantially 
outweighed  by  its  prejudicial  effect  (Mil.R.Evid.  403). 

d.  The  evidence  will  unduly  arouse  the  court  member's 

emotions. 

e.  The  evidence  will  create  a  collateral  issue  vrtiich  will 
distract  the  court  members'  attention  from  the  main 
issues . 

f.  The  consideration  of  this  evidence  will  be  very 

time-consuming. 

g.  The  evidence  is  cumulative  and  a  waste  of  the  court's 
time. 

2.  Authentication  (Mil.R.Evid.  901,  902) 

a.  Writings 

(1)  The  opposing  counsel  has  not  shown  that  the 
witness  is  sufficiently  familiar  with  the 
accused's  handwriting  to  identify  his  signature. 
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(2)  The  oj^sing  counsel  has  not  shown  that  the 
writing  qualifies  as  an  ancient  document;  (he) 
(she)  has  not  shown  that: 

(a)  The  document  is  20  years  old. 

(b)  The  document  was  obtained  from  a  place 
of  custody  natural  for  such  documents. 

(c)  The  document's  appearance  is  not 

suspicious  [Mil.R.Evid.  901(b)(8)]. 

(3)  The  official  record's  attesting  certificate  is 
insufficient  (Mil.R.Evid.  902): 

(a)  The  certificate  does  not  state  that  the 
attached  document  is  a  true  copy  of  the 
original,  official  record. 

(b)  The  certificate  does  not  state  that  the 
signatory  signed  in  (his)  (her)  official 
capacity. 

(c)  The  signatory  was  not  the  record's 
custodian  or  the  custodian's  deputy  or 
assistant . 


Photographs  and  diagrams  (Mil.R.Evid.  901) 

Opposing  counsel  has  not  verified  the  (piiotograiii) 
(diagram) : 


(a)  There  is  no  evidence  that  the 
(f^iotograph)  (diagram)  is  a  faithful 
representation  of  the  (scene)  (object) 
depicted . 

(b)  There  is  no  evidence  that  the  conditions 
shown  in  the  (piiotograph)  (diagram)  are 
substantially  similar  to  the  conditions 
existing  at  the  time  of  the  event  in 
question. 


Real  evidence 


(1)  The  item  of  evidence  does  not  have  a  readily 
identifiable  characteristic,  and  the  opposing 
counsel  has  not  established  a  complete  chain  of 
custody. 


(2)  The  missing  link  in  the  chain  is 
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d .  Speaker 

The  opposing  counsel  has  not  shown  that  the 

witness  was  sufficiently  familiar  with  _ 's 

voice  to  identify  (his)  (her)  voice. 

e.  Tests  and  experiments 

The  opposing  counsel  has  not  shown  that: 

(a)  The  conditions  prevailing  at  the  time  of  the 
test  were  substantially  similar  to  those 
prevailing  at  the  time  of  the  event  in 
question. 

(b)  The  underlying  scientific  principle  is  valid. 

(c)  The  instrument  successfully  embodies  the 
scientific  principle. 

(d)  At  the  time  of  the  test,  the  instrument  was 
in  good  working  order. 

(e)  The  person  conducting  the  test  possessed  the 
necessary  qualifications  to  operate  the 
instrument. 

(f)  On  the  occasion  in  question,  the  person 
operated  the  instrument  properly. 

(g)  The  witness  has  the  necessary  qualifications 
to  interpret  the  test's  results. 

3.  Character  evidence  and  uncharged  misconduct 

a.  Trial  counsel 

I  object  to  this  testimony  on  the  ground  that: 

(a)  The  specific  character  trait  mentioned  by  the 
witness  is  not  relevant  to  the  charged 
offense. 

(b)  An  inadequate  foundation  had  been  laid  for 
the  opinion  or  reputation  evidence  offered. 

b.  Defense  counsel 

(1)  Character  evidence  (Mil.R.Evid.  404,  608) 

I  object  to  this  testimony  on  the  ground 
that : 


-1-  The  accused  has  not  placed  (his) 
(her)  character  in  issue. 
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-2-  Although  the  general  character  of 
the  accused  has  been  placed  in 
issue,  the  prosecution  may  not 
introduce  evidence  of  a  specific 
character  trait  v/hich  is  not 
relevant  to  the  charged  offense(s). 

-3-  Although  the  accused's  character  as 
to  a  specific  trait  has  been  placed 
in  issue,  the  prosecution  cannot 
introduce  evidence  of  the  accused's 
general  character. 

-4-  The  prior  conviction  was  not 
properly  authenticated. 

(2)  Uncharged  misconduct  (Mil.R.Evid.  404) 

I  object  to  this  testimony  on  the  ground 
that : 

-1-  The  act  of  misconduct  is  not 
relevant . 

-2-  The  act  of  misconduct  does  not  have 
substantial  value  in  providing  any 
fact  in  issue. 

-3-  The  possible  prejudice  resulting 
from  proof  of  the  act  far  outwei^s 
the  act's  slight  probative  value 
(Mil.R.Evid.  403). 

Competence 

1.  Best  evidence  (Mil.R.Evid.  1001-1004) 

a.  The  evidence  opposing  counsel  is  offering  violates  the 
best  evidence  rule  (or  original  document  rule). 

(1)  The  t)est  evidence  rule  applies  here  because  (the 
opposing  counsel  is  attempting  to  prove  a  fact 
which  is  part  of  an  essentially  written 
transaction)  (the  proponent  is  attempting  to  use  a 
document  to  prove  that  the  fact  occurred), 

AND 

(2)  The  duplicate  submitted  is  not  legible. 

b.  'The  evidence  opposing  counsel  is  offering  is  noibfier 
the  original  document  nor  a  duplica^p. 


2.  Hearsay  (Mil.R.Evid.  801-806) 

The  evidence  is  hearsay.  The  evidence  consists  of  an 
assertive,  extrajudicial  (statement)  (writing)  (act),  and 
counsel  is  offering  the  evidence  to  prove  the  truth  of  the 
assertion.  The  evidence  does  not  fall  within  any  of  the 
recognized  exceptions  to  the  hearsay  rule. 

(If  ofposing  counsel  argues  that  the  evidence  falls  within 
an  exception,  specify  the  element  of  the  foundation  which 
you  believe  is  lacking.) 

a.  Accomplice  exemption  [Mil.R.Evid.  801(d)]: 

Statement  by  a  co-conspirator 
in  furtherance  of 

an  independently  proved  conspiracy 
then  in  progress 

which  the  accused  was  once  a  member  of 

b.  Admission  by  silence  exemption  [Mil.R.Evid.  801(a)]: 

An  incriminating  or  accusatory  statement 

made  in  the  accused's  presence 

which  the  accused  heard  and  understood 

the  accused  said  nothing  or  made  an  evasive 
reply 

under  the  same  circumstances,  a  reasonable, 
innocent  man  would  have  denied  or  objected  to 
the  statement 

c.  Regularly  conducted  activity  records  exemption 
(Mil.R.Evid.  803) 

Routine  entry 

made  in  the  regular  course  of  the  activity 
(business) 

at  or  near  the  time  of  the  transaction 

not  prepared  principally  for  purposes  of 
prosecution 
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d.  Dying  declarations  exemption  (Mil.R.Evid.  804) 

Decedent 

—  canplete  declaration 

concerning  the  event  inducing  the  dying 
condition 

a  prosecution  for  homicide  or  an  offense 
resulting  in  death 

at  the  tine,  the  declarant  had  an  expectation 
of  imminent  death 

e.  Excited  utterance  exonption  (Mil.R.Evid.  803) 

—  Statement  by  a  participant  or  observer 

concerning  the  circumstances  of  a 
startling, 

independently  proved  event 

made  while  the  declarant  was  still  under  the 
event's  influence 

f.  Public  record  exemption  (Mil.R.Evid.  803) 

A  written  record 

properly  prepared 
by  an  official 

with  a  duty  to  record  the  fact  or  event 

and  a  duty  to  know  or  ascertain  the  truth  of 
the  matter 

not  prepared  principally  for  purposes  of 
prosecution 

g.  Past  recollection  recorded  exanption  (Mil.R.Evid.  803) 

A  writing 

prepared  by 
the  witness 

or  by  a  third  party  but  verified  by  the 
witness 
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while  the  event  was  still  fresh  in  the 
witness'  mind 


at  the  time  prepared,  the  witness  knew  the 
record  was  correct 

now,  even  after  reading  the  document,  the 
witness  cannot  fully  recollect  the  facts 
recorded 

3.  Privileges  (Mil.R.Evid.  501-504) 

The  question  relates  to  a  confidential  communication  in 
the  course  of  a  privileged  relationship  between 
(attorney  and  client)  (penitent  and  clergyman)  (husband 

and  wife),  and  the  privilege's  holder, _ , 

invokes  the  privilege. 

4.  Fourth  amendment  (Mil.R.Evid.  311).  The  property  offered  by 
the  trial  counsel  should  be  suppressed  because: 

a.  Search  improperly  authorized  by  commander 

Probable  cause  for  the  search  was  lacking. 

The  property  seized  was  not  specifically  described 
in  the  order  authorizing  the  search. 

The  place  to  be  searched  was  not  specifically 
described  in  the  order  authorizing  the  search. 

The  information  provided  is  insufficient  to  have 
established  prob^le  cause. 

The  information  presented  to  the  commander 

contains  false  statements. 

The  commander  authorizing  the  search  was  not 
neutral  and  detached. 

b.  Immediate  action  unnecessary  (Mil.R.Evid.  316) 

There  was  no  probable  cause  to  believe  that 
immediate  action  was  necessary  to  prevent  the 
(removal)  (disposal)  of  an  item  subject  to 
seizure. 

c.  Consent  lacking  (Mil.R.Evid.  314) 

The  Government  has  not  shown  by  clear  and 
convincing  evidence  that  the  accused  freely 
consented  to  the  search. 

The  accused  did  not  consent,  he  (she)  only 
acquiesced  to  authority. 
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Search  not  incident  to  proper  apprehension 
(Mil.R.Evid.  314) 


There  was  no  probable  cause  for  the  apprehension. 


The  search  preceded  the  apprehension. 


The  search's  scope  exceeded  the  area  within  the 
ajprehendee's  immediate  control. 


The  search  of  the  premises  exceeded  the  area 
within  the  aK>rehendee's  immediate  control.  "Biere 
was  no  probable  cause  to  believe  that  (there  were 
items  subject  to  seizure  on  the  pronises)  (and) 
(the  items  would  be  destroyed  if  the  officers 
delayed  to  obtain  a  warrant). 


There  were  no  exigent  circumstances  justifying  a 
warrantless  search  of  the  automobile  (Mil.R.Evid. 
315). 


The  (inspection)  (inventory)  of  the  accused's 
(personal  belongings)  (car)  (locker)  was  a 
subterfuge  for  a  search  (Mil.R.Evid.  313). 


The  search  was  not  incidental  to  the  apprehension 
since  it  was  remote  in  (time)  (and)  (place). 


Miscellaneous 


There  was  no  justification  for  requesting  the 
accused  to  report  to  the  military  police  station 
to  give  (fingerprints)  (handwriting  exemplars) 
(voice  exemplars). 


Fruit  of  the  poisonous  tree  (Mil.R.Evid.  311) 


_  is  the  product  or  fruit  of  a  prior, 

illegal  search;  the  police  obtained  _  by 

exploiting  the  illegal  search. 


The  accused  does  not  have  standing  to  object 
because : 


(He)  (she)  was  not  legitimately  on  the 
premises  at  the  time  of  the  search. 


(He)  (she)  has  no  interest  in  the  place 
searched  or  properly  seized. 


(He)  (she)  did  not  have  a  justifiable 
expectation  of  privacy  against  governmfinhal 
intrusion. 
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Fifth  amendment  and  article  31  (Mil.R.Evid.  304-306) 


The  accused's  statement  should  be  suppressed  because 
the  statement  was  involuntary  in  the  pre-Miranda  sense; 
it  was  obtained  as  the  result  of  (physical  abuse) 
(threats)  (prolonged  interrogation)  (denial  of 
necessities)  (improp»er  inducement). 

The  accused's  statement  should  be  suppressed  because 
the  accused  was  not  properly  warned  of  his  (article  31) 
(Miranda)  rights;  although  (he)  (she)  was  acting  in  an 
official  capacity,  and/or  was  in  a  positicai  of  authority  the 
questioner  failed  to  advise  the  accused  of: 

The  nature  of  the  offense; 

(his)  (her)  right  to  remain  silent; 

the  consequences  of  foregoing  (his)  (her)  right  to 
remain  silent; 

(his)  (her)  right  to  consult  and  have  counsel 
present  during  the  interrogation; 

(his)  (her)  right  to  military  counsel  free  of 
charge ; 

(his)  (her)  right  to  retain  civilian  counsel;  or 

(his)  (her)  right  to  both  military  and  civilian 
counsel . 

The  accused's  statement  should  be  suppressed  because 
the  prosecution  has  not  shown  a  knowing,  intelligent, 
and  voluntary  waiver  of  the  accused’s  rights  to  remain 
silent  and  counsel. 

The  accused's  statanent  should  be  suppressed  because 
the  questioner  failed  to  stop  the  interrogation  vhen 
the  accused  indicated  that  (he)  (she)  wished  to  invoke 
his  rights. 

The  accused's  statement  should  be  suppressed  because  it 
was  the  product  of  (an  illegal  search)  (a  prior 
involuntary  or  unwarned  statement ) . 

Sixth  amendment  (Mil.R.Evid.  321) 

Testimony  concerning  the  witness'  pretrial 
identification  of  the  accused  should  be  suppressed 
because  (the  identification  procedure  was  unnecessarily 
suggestive)  (the  accused  was  entitled  to  counsel  at  the 
identification  but  counsel  was  absent  and  there  ms  no 
waiver  of  the  right  to  counsel). 


Hie  witness  should  not  be  permitted  to  make  an  in-court 
identification  because  (he)  (she)  previously  identified 
the  accused  at  a  pretrial  confrontation  that  was 
unnecessarily  suggestive  and  the  prosecutiai  has  failed 
to  show  by  clear  and  convincing  evidence  that  there  is 
an  independent  basis  for  the  in-court  identification. 

Hie  witness  should  be  permitted  to  make  an  in-court 
identification  of  the  accused  because  (he)  (she) 
previously  identified  the  accused  at  a  pretrial 
identification  at  vdiich  the  accused  was  denied  counsel 
and  the  prosecution  has  failed  to  show  by  clear  and 
convincing  evidence  that  there  is  an  independent  basis 
for  the  in-court  identification. 


III.  Substitutes  for  witnesses'  testimony 

A.  Depositions  (Mil.R.Evid.  804) 

The  deposition  hearing  was  not  conducted  properly  (specify 
the  procedural  defect). 

The  opposing  counsel  has  not  shown  that  the  depcMient  is 
unavailable  to  appear  and  testify  personally. 

B.  Judicial  notice  (Mil.R.Evid.  201,  201A) 

The  fact,  _ ,  is  not  a  proper  subject  for  judicial 

notice.  The  fact  is  neither  a  matter  of  commOT  knowledge 
nor  a  matter  capable  of  ready  and  indisputable  verification. 

C.  Stipulations 

The  (trial  counsel)  (defense  counsel)  (accused)  has  not 
consented  to  this  stipulation. 

(If  you  have  any  independent  evidentiary  objecticMis  to  the 
contents  of  a  stipulation  of  expected  testimony  or  a 
document's  contents,  you  should  specify  that  objection.) 


OFFER  OF  PROOF 


Mil.R.Evid.  103 

Procedure ;  In  order  to  preserve  for  appeal  a  ruling  by  the  military  judge 
which  excludes  evidence,  the  proponent  should: 

1.  Ask  for  an  article  39a  session; 

2.  state  that  you  intend  to  make  an  offer  of  proof; 

3.  state  what  the  witness  would  have  testified  to  if  you  had  been 
permitted  to  pursue  the  line  of  inquiry;  and 

4.  state  the  purpose  for  vftiich  you  offered  the  evidence. 

Predicate  questions:  Sample 

1.  What  is  your  name? 

2.  State  your  rank,  armed  force,  and  unit? 

3.  What  billet  do  you  occupy  in  that  unit? 

4.  How  long  have  you  acted  as  company  clerk? 

5.  Do  you  know  an  individual  by  the  name  of  PFC  Bad  Apple? 

6.  If  you  see  that  individual  in  the  courtroom,  would  you  please 
point  to  him? 

—  Let  the  record  reflect  that  the  wi.iess  has  identified 
the  accused. 

7.  How  do  you  know  PFC  Bad  Apple? 

8.  How  long  have  you  known  him? 

9.  What  is  the  extent  of  your  contact  with  him? 

10.  How  well  do  you  know  the  accused? 

11.  Viiat  other  contacts,  if  any,  have  you  had  with  the  accused? 

12.  During  the  time  that  you  have  known  him,  what  were  the  accused's 
duty  assignments? 

13.  To  what  extent,  if  any,  did  you  observe  the  performance  of  the 
accused's  military  duties? 

Objection:  Irrelevant. 

Sustained . 
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Your  Honor,  I  request  an  article  39(a)  sessicxi. 

MJ:  Granted. 

MJ:  This  article  39(a)  session  is  called  to  order. 

TC:  Let  the  record  reflect  that  this  article  39(a)  session  was 
called  to  order  at  0930,  that  the  trial  counsel,  defense 
counsel,  accused,  reporter,  and  military  judge  are  in 
attendance  and  that  it  is  being  conducted  out  of  the  hearing 
of  the  members.  Trial  counsel,  you  may  proceed. 

Your  Honor,  I  intend  to  make  an  offer  of  proof. 

MJ:  You  may  proceed. 

If  the  witness  had  been  permitted  to  testify,  he  would  state  that 
he  has  observed  the  accused's  performance  of  his  military  duties, 
the  accused's  conduct  in  the  military  community,  his  attitude 
toward  the  military  and  his  responsibilities,  and  that  as  a 
result  of  these  observations,  he  has  formed  an  opinion  of  the 
accused's  military  character.  The  witness  would  state  this 
opinion  is  that  the  accused's  military  character  is  poor.  This 
testimony  is  relevant  to  the  rebuttal  of  the  military  character 
evidence  introduced  by  the  defense  in  its  case.  Your  Honor,  I 
also  request  that  you  reconsider  your  ruling  on  the  defense 
objection  in  view  of  this  offer  of  proof. 


HANDLING  EXHIBITS— GENERALLY 

Mil.R.Evid.  104 

Procedure:  Ilie  proponent  should: 

1.  Have  the  exhibit  to  be  offered  marked  for  identification  by  the 
reporter.  Some  military  judges  prefer  and  the  Uniform  Rules  of 
Practice  encourage  vAien  practical,  that  each  counsel  mark  his  or 
her  ovm  exhibits  prior  to  trial  in  order  to  save  time.  Unis 
procedure  may  prove  unwieldy  if  more  than  a  few  exhibits  are  to 
be  introduced. 

2.  After  asking  the  military  judge  for  permission  to  approach  the 
witness,  show  the  exhibit  to  the  witness  and  ask  him  or  her  vinat 
it  is. 

3.  Ask  the  witness  how  he  or  she  recognizes  it.  Have  him  or  her 
identify  any  marks  or  characteristics  v^ich  he  or  she  is  relying 
upon  to  make  the  identification. 

4.  Have  the  witness  explain  vdnere  the  exhibit  was  obtained. 

5.  Have  the  witness  explain  how  it  came  into  his  or  her  custody. 

6.  Determine  vAiether  the  exhibit  is  in  the  same  or  similar  condition 
as  when  he  or  she  originally  took  it  into  custody. 

7.  Make  the  exhibit  relevant  through  the  testimony  of  the  witness  or 
that  of  other  witnesses,  if  the  exhibit  is  not  relevant  on  its 
face. 

8.  Offer  the  exhibit  into  evidence  after  retrieving  it  from  the 
witness,  showing  it  to  opposing  counsel  for  inspection  and 
possible  objection,  and  requesting  that  the  words,  "for 
identification"  be  deleted. 

9.  Publish  the  exhibit  to  the  members  at  the  appropriate  time  if  it 
is  accepted  into  evidence. 

10.  Refer  to  the  exhibit  during  argument;  don't  forget  about  it. 
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JUDICIAL  NOTICE  OF  ADJUDICATIVE  FACTS 


Mil.R.Evid.  201 
Procedure: 


1.  Ask  the  military  judge  to  take  judicial  notice  of  facts  that  are: 

a.  Known  universally,  locally,  or  in  the  area  pertinent  to  the 
event;  or 

b.  capable  of  accurate  and  ready  determination  by  resort  to 
sources  vAiose  accuracy  cannot  reasonably  be  questioned. 

2.  If  necessary,  provide  the  military  judge  with  information,  marked 
as  appellate  exhibits,  to  support  the  request. 

Procedure: 


1.  Your  Honor,  I  request  that  the  court  take  judicial  notice  that 
25  January  1981  was  on  a  Sunday. 

2.  In  support  of  my  request,  I  offer  what  the  reporter  has  marked  as 
AE  V  v^iich  is  a  1981  U.  S.  Government  Printing  Office  planning 
calendar.  AE  V  has  been  previously  shown  to  the  defense  counsel. 

Any  objections,  defense  counsel? 


JUDICIAL  NOTICE  OF  DOMESTIC  LAW 


Mil.R.Evid.  201A 
Procedure: 


1.  Ask  the  military  judge  to  take  judicial  notice  of  domestic  law. 

2.  If  necessary,  provide  the  military  judge  with  information  to 
support  the  request. 

Predicate  questions: 

1.  Your  Honor,  I  request  that  this  document  be  marked  as  the  next 
appellate  exhibit  in  order. 


Yes . 


Let  the  record  reflect  that  the  reporter  has  marked 
this  document  as  AE  VI  and  returned  it  to  me. 

Your  Honor,  I  request  that  you  judicially  notice  Agreed  View  17 
under  the  Protocol  and  Official  Minutes  of  29  Septanber  1953, 
amending  Article  XVII  of  the  Administrative  Agreement  between  the 
United  States  and  Japan,  which  authorizes  United  States  Armed 
Forces  law  enforcement  personnel  to  enter  dwellin' 'S  outside  areas 
in  use  by  United  States  Forces  and  make  searches  therein  incident 
to  "hot  pursuit"  of  U.S.  Forces  members.  In  support  of  that 
request,  I  have  had  marked  as  AE  VI  a  true  copy  of  Agreed 
View  17. 


Let  the  record  reflect  that  I  am  showing  AE  VI  to  the 
defense  counsel  for  his  inspection. 

Let  the  record  reflect  that  the  defense  counsel  has 
returned  AE  VI  to  me  and  that  I  am  presenting  it  to  the 
military  judge  in  support  of  my  request  for  judicial 
notice  of  Agreed  View  17. 

Any  objections,  defense  counsel? 
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ACrUSID'S  CONFESSION 


Mil.R.Evid.  304  &  305 
Procedure :  The  proponent  mast: 

1.  Give  notice  of  the  existence  of  all  statcrrents  made  by  tlie 
accused  that  are  relevant,  kncwn  to  the  trial  counsel  and  in  the 
control  of  the  armed  forces,  prior  to  arraignment. 

2.  Respond  to  any  motion  or  c±)jection  of  the  defense: 

a.  If  the  defense  specifies  the  grounds  upon  which  the  motion 
or  objection  is  made,  the  proponent  need  respond  only  to  the 
grounds  thus  asserted. 

b.  If  the  defense  is  allowed  to  make  a  general  motion  or 
objection  the  proponent  must  respond  accordingly. 

Predicate  questions:  Sample  -  general  motion  to  suppress  response 

1.  Please  state  your  full  name  and  address. 

2.  Where  are  you  enployed? 

3.  How  long  have  you  worked  for  the  Naval  Investigative  Service? 

4.  Were  you  so  enployed  on  the  last  day  of  May  of  this  year? 

5.  Did  you  have  an  occasion  to  see  an  individual  by  the  name  of 
Ehrivate  Accused  on  that  date? 

6.  Who  is  Private  Accused? 

7.  Let  the  record  reflect  that  the  witness  pointed  to  the  accused. 

8.  Where  did  you  see  him? 

9.  Where  is  your  office  located? 

10.  Approximately  vhat  time  of  the  day  was  it  when  you  saw  the 
accused? 

11.  What  happened  when  the  accused  was  brought  to  your  office? 

12.  After  offering  the  accused  a  cup  of  coffee,  what  did  you  do? 

13.  Hew  did  you  advise  the  accused  of  his  rights? 

(elicit  both  article  31  and  Miranda/Tenpia  rights,  in  detail) 

14.  What,  if  anything,  did  you  use  to  advise  the  accused  of  his 
rights? 
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15. 


Your  Honor,  I  request  permission  to  approach  the  witness. 
Yes. 


16.  Let  the  record  reflect  that  I  am  handing  the  witness  vdiat  has 
previously  been  marked  as  AE  I. 

17.  Special  Agent  Witness,  vhat  is  that  document? 

18.  How  do  you  recognize  it? 

19.  Besides  your  signature  at  the  bottcm  of  the  page,  hew  do  you 
recognize  it? 

20.  Whose  signature  other  than  your  own  appears  c»i  the  document? 

21.  When  did  the  accused  sign  the  document? 

22.  How  did  you  use  this  to  give  the  accused  his  rights? 

23.  And  what  do  the  initials  represent  on  the  various  clauses? 

24.  Whose  initials  are  those? 

25.  What  happened  after  the  accused  read  and  initialed  AE  I. 

26.  What  did  the  accused  say  in  response  to  your  question,  "did  he 
understand  his  rights?" 

27.  What  happened  then? 

28.  What  was  the  accused's  response  to  your  to  your  question  of 
vhether  "he  had  any  questions?" 

29.  What  happened  next? 

30.  Hew  did  the  accused  indicate  that  he  did  not  want  a  lawyer  and 
was  willing  to  answer  your  questions? 

31.  After  the  accused  affixed  his  signature  to  the  bottcm  of 
AE  I,  v4iat  did  you  do? 

32.  Hew  long  did  you  question  the  accused? 

33.  Describe  the  accused's  physical  appearance  at  this  time. 

34.  Describe  the  accused's  state  of  apparent  sobriety. 

35.  Descrihe  the  accused's  irenner  of  speech. 
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What,  if  any,  difficulty  did  the  accused  have  in  understanding 
your  questicais? 

What,  if  any,  promises  did  you  make  to  the  accused  during  the 
interview? 

What,  if  any,  threats  did  you  make  to  the  accused  during  the 
course  of  the  interview? 

What,  if  any,  force  did  you  ettploy  during  the  course  of  the 
interview? 

What  bodily  oomforts,  other  than  coffee,  were  offered  to  the 
accused  during  the  course  of  the  interview? 

Hew  long  did  the  entire  interview  last? 

How  many  breaks  did  you  take  during  this  period  of  time? 

What  desires  did  the  accused  express  with  regard  to  terminating 
the  interview? 

After  orally  questioning  the  accused,  vdiat  did  you  do  next? 

How  did  you  reduce  the  accused's  statement  to  writing? 

What  happened  after  you  typed  up  the  statement? 

How  long  did  the  accused  take  to  read  the  statement  over? 

What  procedure  was  followed  to  correct  any  mistakes  in  the 
written  statonent? 

Who  initialed  the  pen  and  ink  corrections? 

How  many  times  did  the  accused  actually  make  such  corrections? 

What,  if  any,  questions  did  the  accused  ask  concerning  the 
written  statement? 

What  happened  then? 

Where  did  the  accused  sign  the  statement? 

Hew  do  you  knew  he  signed  it  on  the  last  piage  and  in  each  margin? 

Directing  your  attention  to  p>ages  two  through  five  of  AE  I,  what 
are  those  documents? 

Hew  do  you  know  that  it  is  the  accused's  written  statement? 
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57.  Whose  signature  appears  on  the  last  page  and  in  each  margin? 

58.  How  do  you  know  that? 

59.  And  whose  initials  appecur  throughout  the  pages  of  the  document? 

60.  Let  the  record  reflect  that  I  am  retrieving  the  document  fron  the 
witness  and  shewing  the  exhibit  to  the  defense  counsel  for  his 
inspection. 

61.  Let  the  record  reflect  that  the  defense  counsel  has  returned  the 
exhibit  to  me.  Your  Honor,  at  this  time,  the  government  offers 
AE  I  into  evidence.  The  government  is  prepared  to  argue  unless 
the  defense  has  questions  of  the  witness. 


LINE  UP  IDEMTIFICfiTiaJ  OF  THE  ACCTSED 
Mil.R.Evid.  321 

Procedure;  The  proponent  must  shew  that; 

1.  Ttie  witness  has  made  cin  in-court  identification  of  the  accused; 

2.  the  witness  made  a  previous  out-of-court  identification  of  the 
accused; 

3.  there  is  a  basis  for  both  identifications;  and 

4.  the  out-of-court  identification  was  conducted  in  a  fair  nonner. 
Predicate  questions;  Sample 

1.  Prelimincury  questions  are  asked  and  answered. 

2.  Who  stabbed  you? 

3.  If  you  see  that  individual  in  the  courtroon  today,  will  you 
please  point  him  out. 

4.  Let  the  record  reflect  that  the  witness  has  pointed  to  the 
accused. 

5.  How  long  did  you  see  the  accused  before  he  stabbed  you? 

6.  And  how  long  afterwards? 

7.  How  feu:  away  were  you  before  he  stabbed  you? 

8.  What  was  the  lighting  like  at  the  time? 

9.  What,  if  any,  problems  were  you  having  with  your  eyesight  at  that 
time? 

10.  How  many  tines  have  you  seen  the  accused? 

11.  Besides  at  the  time  of  the  incident  and  today,  v^en  was  the 
other? 

12.  l-Zhere  was  this? 

13.  What  time  did  this  lineup  occur? 

14.  What  was  the  lighting  like  in  the  rocm? 

15.  How  far  away  were  you  from  the  men  in  the  lineup? 

16.  How  many  men  were  in  the  lineup? 
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17.  What,  if  anything,  were  you  told  by  the  Naval  Investigative 
Service  agents  present  before  the  lineup  began? 

18.  What  procedures  were  followed? 

19.  Hew  were  the  men  in  the  lineup  arrayed? 

20.  What  differences,  if  any,  existed  anong  the  men  in  the  lineip? 

21.  What  differences  in  age  group  of  the  men  existed? 

(race) 

(height) 

(weight) 

(build) 

(hairstyle) 

(cotplexion) 

(facial  hair) 
etc. 

22.  l/hat  suggestions,  if  any,  were  made  to  you  as  you  viewed  the 
lineup? 

23.  Vihat,  if  anything,  was  said  to  you  as  you  viewed  the  lineup? 

24.  Prior  to  the  lineup,  hew  many  of  the  men  were  shown  to  you 
irKlividually,  if  any? 

25.  IVhat  were  the  results  of  the  lineup? 

26.  Who  did  you  select? 

27.  Let  the  record  reflect  that  the  witness  pointed  to  the  accused. 

28.  What  made  you  pick  the  accused? 

29.  Hew  positive  were  you  that  it  was  the  accused? 

30.  Who  else,  if  anyone,  did  you  select? 

31.  What,  if  anything,  was  your  selection  of  the  accused  based  upon 
other  than  your  c4)servation  of  him  at  the  time  of  the  stabbing? 
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PHCHOGRAPHIC  IDEOTIFICATI(»I  OF  jVXUSED 

Mil.R.Evid.  321 

Procedure:  The  pr<^»nent  must  show  that: 

1.  An  identification  has  been  made  in-court  by  a  witness  (not 
necessarily  the  witness  who  is  testifying  about  the  out-of-court 
identification) ; 

2.  there  was  a  basis  for  this  identification; 

3.  the  out-of-oourt  identification  process  was  conducted  in  a  fair 
manner;  and 

4.  at  the  out-of-oourt  identification  process,  an  identification 
identical  to  the  in-court  identification  was  made. 

Predicate  questiois:  Sanple  -  witness  other  than  the  one  vdva  made  the 

in-court  identification 

1.  State  your  name  and  address. 

2.  Where  do  you  work? 

3.  Hew  long  have  you  worked  for  the  Naval  Investigative  Service 
Office? 

4.  What  is  your  positicxi  there? 

5.  Do  you  knew  an  individual  by  the  name  of  Lance  Corporal  Accused? 

6.  If  you  see  the  individual  that  you  know  as  lance  Corporal  Accused 
in  court  today,  please  point  to  him. 

7.  Let  the  record  reflect  that  the  witness  pointed  to  the  accused. 

8.  How  do  you  knew  the  accused? 

9.  When  did  you  begin  work  on  his  case? 

10.  Did  you  have  occasion  to  interview  a  Mrs.  Eyewitness  in 
connection  with  your  investigation? 

11.  Where  did  that  interview  take  place? 

12.  IVhen  did  it  take  place? 

13.  Hew  long  after  the  alleged  offense  did  this  take  place? 

14.  Who  was  present  at  the  time? 


15.  Did  you  have  occasion  to  conduct  a  photographic  display 
identification  with  Mrs.  Eyewitness? 

16.  What  is  a  photogr^hic  display  identification? 

17.  What  procedures  are  followed  when  you  conduct  such  an 
identification,  in  general? 

18.  What,  if  anything  did  you  say  to  Mrs.  Eyewitness  before 
permitting  her  to  see  the  photographs? 

19.  Hew  were  the  photogr^hs  displayed? 

20.  What  type  of  photographs  were  used  in  the  display,  color  or  black 
cind  vdiite? 

21.  What  differences,  if  any,  v^re  there? 

22.  VJhat  other  differences  among  the  photographs  were  there? 

23.  How  many  photographs  were  used? 

24.  Describe  the  nature  of  the  photographs  used. 

25.  What  were  the  differences  in  age  group  of  the  individuals 
portrayed? 

(race) 

(height) 

(weight) 

(build) 

(hairstyle) 

(oatplexion) 

(facial  hair) 
etc. 

26.  What  suggestions  did  you  nake  to  Mrs.  Eyewitness  as  she  viewed 
the  photo  display? 

27.  What,  if  anything,  was  said  to  Mrs.  Eyewitness  while  she  viewed 
the  photo  display? 

28.  ViJhat  were  the  results? 

29.  How  did  Mrs.  Eyewitness  indicate  that  she  recognized  one  of  the 
photographs? 

30.  IVhose  photograph  did  she  select? 

M .  Tto  whan  are  you  referring? 

J2.  Let  the  record  reflect  that  the  witness  has  p»inted  to  the 
accused. 


What,  if  anything,  did  you  or  any  other  person  present  say  after 
Mrs.  Eyewitness  made  hf^r  selection? 

When  Mrs.  Eyewitness  nade  lier  selection,  Virt:iat  hesitancy  did  she 
display? 

Etc. 

Note:  The  photo  display  may  be  used  and  introduced  if  necessary 
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SPCXJSAL  INCAPACITY 


Mil.R.Evid.  504 

Procedure :  The  witness  seeking  to  invoke  the  privilege  must: 

1.  Show  that  witness  spouse  married  the  party  spouse  and  that  they 
are  still  married. 

2.  The  party  attempting  to  invoke  the  exceptions  to  the  privilege 
must : 


a.  Show  that  the  witness  spouse,  the  property  of  the  witness 
spouse,  or  a  child  of  either  was  the  victim  of  the  crime; 

b.  show  that  a  third  party  was  the  victim  of  the  crime,  which 
was  committed  in  the  course  of  a  crime  against  the  witness 
spouse; 

c.  show  that  the  marriage  was  a  sham;  or 

d.  show  that  the  crime  charged  involved  the  witness  spouse  in 
prescribed  immoral  conduct  (e.g.,  transportation  of  the 
witness  spouse  in  interstate  commerce  for  purposes  of 
prostitution) . 

Predicate  questions; 

DC:  Your  Honor,  at  this  article  39a  session,  I  request 
permission  to  call  Mrs,  Accused,  the  government's  next  witness, 
for  the  purpose  of  voir  dire.  I  expect  to  establish  that  she 
will  refuse  to  testify  against  the  accused  on  the  grounds  of  the 
husband-wife  privilege. 

a.  State  your  name  and  address. 

b.  Mrs.  Accused,  isn't  it  true  that  on  1  July  of  this  year,  you 
married  Seaman  John  Accused? 

c.  Isn't  it  true  that  Seaman  Jciin  Accused,  the  man  you  married 
on  1  July,  is  seated  right  next  to  me? 

d.  Isn't  it  true  that  you  are  still  married  to  Seaman  Accused? 

e.  Isn't  it  true  that  no  divorce  proceedings  or  legal 
separation  proceedings  have  ever  been  begun  by  you  since 
your  marriage  to  Seaman  Accused? 

f.  There  has  never  been  an  annulment  proceeding  either,  isn't 
that  correct? 


g.  Do  you  wish  to  testify  against  your  husband? 

—  No. 

TC:  Your  Honor,  the  government  requests  an  cpportunity  to  voir 
dire  the  witness. 

a.  Mrs.  Accused,  do  you  and  your  husband  have  any  children? 

b.  How  many  do  you  have? 

c.  Please  state  their  names. 

d.  Where  do  those  children  live? 

e.  Where  did  the  children  live  on  15  December  of  this  year? 

f.  On  the  15th  of  December,  at  ^proximately  1000  hours,  who 
was  present  in  your  family's  heme? 

g.  Were  both  children  heme? 

h.  What  happened  at  that  time? 

i .  What  happened  to  your  oldest  child  as  a  result  of  that 
argument  with  your  husband? 

j.  How  was  the  child  injured? 

k.  Who  else,  if  anyoie,  was  involved  in  this  argument? 

l.  What  did  your  husband  do  after  he  struck  the  child? 

TC:  Your  Honor,  this  voir  dire  examination 
demonstrated  that  no  husband-wife  privilege  exists 
under  Mil.R.Evid.  504  since  it  is  clear  that  the  victim 
of  the  assault  with  which  the  accused  is  charged  is  the 
child  of  both  the  accused  and  this  witness. 


IV-2 


CXXW'IDENTIAL  CONWUNICATI(»J  MADE  DURING  MARRIAGE 


Mil.R.TVid.  504(b) 

Procedure ;  The  party  seeking  to  invoke  the  privilege  must: 

1.  Shew  that  the  ccnmunication  was  made  privately  to  the  spouse 
while  the  party  and  the  spouse  were  husband  and  wife  and  not 
divorced,  or  separated  as  provided  by  law;  and 

2.  prove  that  the  communication  was  made  under  circumstances 
indicating  that  it  was  not  intended  to  be  disclosed  to  third 
persons  other  than  those  reasonably  necessary  for  transmission. 

Predicate  questions; 

TC:  Please  tell  the  court  what  the  accused  said  on  the  22nd  of 
May. 

a.  DC:  Objection.  Your  Honor,  the  answer  to  that  question 
would  violate  the  husband-wife  confidential  communication 
privilege  of  Mil.R.Evid.  504(b).  An  article  39a  session  is 
requested  to  discuss  this  point  further. 

MI:  Very  Well.  The  maitiers  will  withdraw  from  the  courtroom. 
Ihis  article  39a  session  is  called  to  order.  Let  the  record 
reflect  that  all  parties  are  present.  The  military  judge  and  the 
court  reporter  are  also  present.  The  members  are  absent. 
Defense  counsel,  you  may  proceed. 

b.  Your  Honor,  I  request  permission  to  voir  dire  the  witness  to 
establish  the  basis  for  my  cijjection. 

Proceed. 

c.  Mrs.  Accused,  isn't  it  true  that  on  1  January  of  last  year 
you  married  Seaman  Johnny  Accused? 

d.  Seaman  Johnny  Accuseti,  is  sitting  to  my  right,  isn't  that 
correct? 

e.  Isn't  it  true  that  ycxi  and  Seaman  Accused  lived  together  as 
man  and  wife  from  1  January  of  last  year  until  1  July  of 
this  year? 

f.  Isn't  it  true  that  during  that  entire  period,  neither  you 
nor  your  husband  began  any  separation,  divorce,  or  annulment 
proceedings  witli  regard  to  your  marriage? 

g.  Mrs.  Accused,  you  did  not  leave  your  husband  until  after  1 
July,  isn't  that  true? 

h.  New,  on  22  May  of  this  year,  you  and  your  husband  were 
living  together  as  nan  and  wife,  correct? 


When  Seaman  Accused  engaged  you  in  the  conversation  to  vdiich 
the  trial  counsel  alluded  earlier,  isn't  it  true  that  only 
you  and  your  husband  were  present? 

Isn't  it  true  that  this  conversation  took  place  in  the 
privacy  of  your  heme? 

And  isn't  it  true  that  prior  to  telling  you  anything,  your 
husband  shut  the  doors  and  told  you  to  "Keep  this  to 
yourself"? 

—  No  further  questions  at  this  time.  Your  Honor,  the 
defense  renews  its  ctojection. 


e 


V 


PRCnECTING  THE  IDENTITY  OF  AN  INFORMANT 


Mil.R.Evid.  507 

Procedure;  The  prc^nent  of  the  privilege  must: 

1.  Assert  the  privilege  on  behalf  of  the  United  States;  and 

2.  establish  that  the  informant,  whose  identity  is  sought  to  be 
protected,  furnished  information  resulting  in  an  investigation  of 
a  possible  violation  of  law  to  a  person  vdx)se  official  duties 
included  the  discovery,  investigation,  or  prosecution  of  crime. 

Predicate  questions;  Saitple 

1.  TC:  I  ctoject  to  that  question  on  the  ground  that  it  calls  for 
the  identity  of  an  informant,  which  is  privileged  under 
Mil.R.Evid.  507. 

2.  TC:  Your  Honor,  I  request  permission  to  voir  dire  the  witness  to 
establish  the  basis  for  the  assertion  of  the  privilege. 

Yes. 

3.  What  is  your  occupation? 

4.  How  long  have  you  been  a  NIS  agent? 

5.  Were  you  a  NIS  agent  on  20  July  of  this  year? 

6.  When  did  you  first  come  into  contact  with  the  person  to  v\hcm  you 
referred  in  response  to  the  defense  counsel's  previous  question? 

7.  What  happened  vAien  you  met  this  person? 

8.  What  type  of  report  of  a  crime  did  he  make? 

9.  Were  you  in  your  office  at  this  time? 

10.  Who  else,  if  anyone,  was  present  at  the  time  that  the  report  was 
made? 

11.  Why  did  you  take  the  report? 

12.  To  whcm,  if  anyone,  have  you  disclosed  the  identity  of  the  person 
who  gave  you  the  information  about  the  accused? 

13.  How  have  you  referred  to  this  person's  identity  in  your  official 
reports  of  investigation? 

By  informant  number  -  not  by  name. 


14.  Your  Honor,  I  have  no  further  questions  and  I  renew  the  subject 
claim  of  privilege,  on  behalf  of  the  United  States. 


aillD  tVITNESS 


Mii.R.Evid.  601 

Procedure:  It  is  no  longer  necessary  to  establish  the  conpotency  of  the 

child  witness  under  Mil.R.Evid.  601;  however,  the  proponent 
must  still  lay  an  adequate  foundation  if  any  weight  is  to  be 
given  to  the  child's  testimony  by  the  factfinder.  To  do 
this,  the  proponent  must; 

1.  Establish  that  the  child  has  the  capacity  to  observe; 

2.  dononstrate  that  the  child  has  the  capacity  to  remember; 

3.  shew  that  the  child  has  the  capacity  to  relate;  and 

4.  prove  the  child  recognizes  a  duty  to  tell  the  truth. 

Predicate  questions; 

1.  What  is  your  name? 

2.  What  is  your  address? 

3.  What  grade  are  you  in? 

4.  What  school  do  you  attend? 

5.  What  is  your  teacher's  name? 

6.  Hew  well  do  you  see? 

7.  How  well  do  you  hear? 

8.  How  old  are  you? 

9.  When  is  your  birldiday? 

10.  How  many  brothers  and  sisters  do  you  have? 

11.  What  are  their  names? 

12.  How  do  you  do  in  school? 

13.  Where  do  you  go  to  church? 

14.  What  do  you  learn  in  Sunday  school? 

15.  What  will  God  do  if  you  don't  tell  the  truth  today? 

16.  What  would  your  parents  think  if  you  don't  tell  the  truth  today? 

17.  What  is  a  promise? 

18.  Will  you  premise  to  tell  the  truth  today? 


What  is  the  truth? 


V'Jhat  will  Jiappen  to  you  if  you  dcxi't  tell  the  truth  today? 

ViJhat  does _ mean?  ) 

)  (have  the  witness  define  relevant  terms) 
What  does _ mean?  ) 

Now,  can  you  rotianber  what  happened  on  the _ of  this  month? 

Etc. 


IMPEACHMENT  BY  PROCF  THAT  THE  WITNESS  LACKS  SPECIFIC  OOMPETTENCY 


Mil.R.Evid.  602 

Procedure;  The  of^nent  itust; 

1.  Attack  the  witness'  inability  to  discern  the  fact  testilifxl  to 
during  the  witness*  direct;  and 

2.  denonstrate  the  circumstances  surrounding  an  event  if  the  event 
is  the  basis  for  the  attack. 

Predicate  questions;  Saitple  -  physical  disability 

1.  Preliminary  questions  are  asked  and  answered. 

2.  Ensign  Witness,  isn't  it  true  that  you  are  nearsighted? 

3.  So,  in  fact,  you  have  difficulty  seeing  anything  at  a  distance, 
isn't  that  so? 

4.  You  wear  eyeglasses,  isn't  that  correct? 

5.  These  glasses  have  been  prescribed  for  you  by  a  doctor,  isn't 
that  so? 

6.  Now,  you  had  your  eyes  examined  when  you  joined  the  Navy,  isn't 
that  so? 

7.  And  the  Navy  doctor  gave  you  sane  glasses,  isn't  that  so? 

8.  Are  the  glasses  that  you're  wearing  today  in  court,  the  same  ones 
that  the  Navy  doctor  gave  you? 

9.  In  fact,  the  glasses  that  you're  wearing  today  in  court  arc  the 
glasses  fhat  you've  h,td  for  the  last  two  years,  isn't  that  riglit? 

10.  You  don't  wear  the  Na'^  glasses  because  you  don't  like  the 
styling,  isn't  that  so? 

11.  Now,  on  direct  examination,  you  said  you  saw  the  accused  clearly 
at  the  time  of  inci(toit,  isn't  that  so? 

12.  Isn't  it  true  that  you  v-re  standing  almost  100  yards  away  at 
that  time? 

13.  And  it  was  almost  dark  at  the  time,  isn't  that  so? 

14.  The  only  light  available  to  illuminate  tine  scene  was  the  street 
light  on  the  comer,  isn't  that  so? 

15.  And,  isn't  it  a  fact,  that  you  can't  be  absolutely  certain  that 
that  light  was  on? 


New,  let's  return  to  your  glasses  for  the  mcnent.  Which  glasses 
were  you  wearing  on  that  evening,  the  Navy's  or  yours? 

So,  you  were  wearing  the  glasses  that  were  prescribed  for  you 
over  two  years  ago,  is  that  correct? 

Isn't  it  true  that  your  Navy  glasses  cure  stronger  than  your  own 
glasses? 

In  fact,  there's  a  substantial  difference  in  strength  between  the 
two,  isn't  that  so? 


QUALIFYING  AN  INTERPREHER 

Mil.R.Evid.  604  &  702 

Pitxredure:  The  proponent  must: 

1.  Qualify  the  interpreter  as  an  expert  in  translation  of  English 
and  the  subject  language;  and 

2.  have  the  interpreter  swear  or  affirm  that  he  or  she  will  make  a 
true  translation. 

PREDICATE  QUESTICNS: 

1.  State  your  full  name  and  address. 

2.  What  is  your  place  of  enployment? 

3.  What  position  do  you  occi^  in  the  staff  judge  advocate's  office, 
CcnnBnder,  U.S.  Naval  Forces  Japan? 

4.  How  long  have  you  worked  as  a  legal  advisor  and  translator? 

5.  Where  did  you  vrark  before  that? 

6.  How  long  did  you  work  in  the  civilian  aiployment  office? 

7.  In  vdiat  languages  are  you  proficient? 

8.  Where  did  you  first  learn  to  speak  English? 

9.  Vfliat  formal  courses  in  English  have  you  taken? 

10.  Where  did  you  take  these  courses? 

11.  Where  did  you  attend  college? 

12.  What  courses  in  English  did  you  take  while  studying  at  Tokyo 
University? 

13.  What  other  studies  have  you  made  of  the  English  language? 

14.  EXjring  your  thirteen  years  as  a  legal  advisor  and  translator  for 
U.S.  Naval  Forces,  Japan,  what  duties  have  you  had  with  regard  to 
the  translation  of  Japanese  into  English  and  vice  versa? 

15.  How  often  do  you  perform  such  tasks? 

16.  Do  you  have  occasion  to  write  English  in  the  course  of  your 
employment? 


17.  Hew  often? 


Have  you  ever  been  called  upon  to  perform  as  an  interpreter  in  a 
iudicial  procf'eding? 

Hew  many  times? 

Other  than  in  the  Japanese  courts,  have  you  ever  acted  as  an 
interpreter  in  a  judicial  proceeding? 

How  many  times  have  you  so  acted  in  a  oourt-martial? 

How  often  do  you  speak  English? 

Hew  often  do  you  speak  Japanese? 

In  vdiat  other  capacities  have  you  acted  as  an  interpreter  for 
U.S.  Forces? 

Hew  many  times  has  your  interpretation  of  Eiiglish  into  Japanese, 
or  vice  versa,  been  found  to  be  inaccurate? 

Your  Honor,  do  you  desire  further  questions  of  the  witness? 

No;  does  counsel  for  defense  desire  to  voir  dire  the  witmss? 

No,  Your  Honor. 

Very  well,  the  witness  will  be  recognized  as  an  expert  in  the 
translation  of  Japanese  and  English.  Trial  Counsel,  you  may 
swear  the  interpreter. 

Raise  your  right  hand.  "Do  you  swear  (affirm)  that  in  the  case 
IX3W  in  hearing  you  will  interpret  truly  the  testimony  you  are 
called  upon  to  interpret  (so  help  you  God) ?" 


REPUTATIOJ  FOR  TRinHFULNESS  OR  UNTROTI  ?FUI  AESS 


Mil.R.Evid.  608  4.  405 

Procedure:  The  proponent  must  slicw: 

1.  That  the  witness  is  a  manber  of  the  same  conmunitY  as  tlie 
subject; 

2.  that  the  witness  has  resided  or  worked  in  the  carmunity  for  a 
substantial  period  of  time; 

3.  that  the  subject  lias  a  reputation  for  truthfulness  or 
untruthfulness  in  the  oonimmity;  and 

4.  that  the  witness  is  familiar  with  the  subject's  reputation. 
Predicate  questions: 

1.  State  your  name,  rank,  and  armed  force. 

2.  What  is  your  unit? 

3.  How  long  have  you  worked  tlierc? 

4.  What  position  do  you  have  there? 

5.  Where  do  you  live? 

6.  How  long  have  you  lived  there? 

7.  Do  you  knew  an  individual  by  the  name  of  Lance  Corporal  Johnny 
Witness? 

8.  How  do  you  knew  him? 

9.  Itw  long  have  you  known  him? 

10.  Where  does  lance  Corporal  V/itness  work? 

11.  Is  that  the  same  unit  in  which  you  work? 

1,2.  How  long  lias  lanoe  Corporal  Witness  worked  there? 

13.  Where  does  Lance  Corporal  Witness  live? 

14.  Is  that  the  same  barracks  in  vhich  you  live? 

15.  Hew  long  has  he  lived  there? 

16.  I'fliat,  if  any,  occasions  have  you  had  to  meet  with  lance  Corporal 
Witness  socially? 

17.  Hew  frequently  have  you  met  him  socially? 


OPINICW  OF  TRLmffTJIMSS  OR  IJOTRUTHFUIIJESS 


Mil.R.Evid.  608  &  405 


Procedure :  The  proponent  must  show: 

1.  That  the  witness  is  personally  acquainted  with  the  subject; 

2.  that  the  witness  knows  the  subject  well  enough  to  have  fona-d  an 

opinion  of  the  subject's  truthfulness  or  untruthfulness; 

3.  that  the  witness  has  such  an  opinion;  and 

4.  given  that  opinion,  the  witness  would  or  would  not  believe  the 
subject  under  oath. 

Predicate  questions; 

1.  State  your  name,  unit,  armed  force  and  rank. 

2.  What  position  do  you  fill  in  that  unit? 

3.  How  long  have  you  worked  there? 

4.  Do  you  know  an  individual  by  the  name  of  Seaman  Witness? 

5.  Hew  long  have  you  knewn  him? 

6.  V'Jhere  does  he  work? 

7.  Is  that  the  same  unit  to  which  you  belong  and  in  which  you  work? 

8.  What  is  the  conmand  relationship  between  you  and  Seaman  Witness? 

9.  How  many  other  personnel  are  there  between  you  and  Seaman  VJitness 
in  the  chain  of  cotitend? 

10.  In  what  other  units  have  you  served  with  Seaman  Witness? 

11.  Describe  the  cemtand  relationship  between  you  and  Seaman  Witness 
in  those  units. 


12.  What,  if  any,  contact  do  you  have  with  Seaman  Witness  socially? 

13.  In  a  given  week,  hew  many  days  do  you  have  personal  contact  with 
Seaman  Witness? 


Do  you  have  an  opinion  of  his  truthfulness? 

What  is  that  opinion? 

Given  that  cpinicai,  would  you  believe  Seairan  Witness  under  oath? 


If  a  witness  is  cxnpetent  to  render  an  opinicai  about  a  person's 
character  trait,  as  well  as  state  a  person's  reputation  as  to  that 
character  trait,  the  foundation  for  each  can  be  ocmbined  into  a 
single  line  of  questioning  establishing  the  requisite  contact  the 
witness  has  with  both  the  person  and  the  person's  ocmunity. 


IMPEACHMEm'  THROUGH  EVIDENCE  OF  BIAS 

Mll.E.r-Vid.  608 

Procedvire :  The  opponent  must: 

1 .  Lay  the  foundation  if  the  inpeaching  evidence  is  based  on  an 
event: 

a.  Shewing  vrtiere  the  event  occurred; 

b.  v^en  it  occurred;  and 

c.  what  occurred. 

2.  Show  the  relationship  between  the  accused  and  the  witness  if  the 
inpeaching  evidence  is  based  on  catmonality  of  interest,  etc. 

Predicate  questions:  Sanple  -  relationship 

1.  Preliminary  questions  are  asked  and  answered. 

2.  Now  Lance  Corporal  Witness,  you  indicated  on  direct  testimony 
that  you  knew  the  accused,  isn't  that  correct? 

3.  In  fact,  you  knew  the  accused  very  well,  isn't  that  so? 

4.  Isn't  it  true  that  you  consider  him  one  of  your  best  friends? 

5.  In  fact,  you  consider  him  to  be  your  best  friend,  isn't  that  so? 

6.  Now,  you've  known  the  accused  for  over  a  year,  isn't  that  so? 

7.  Went  to  boot  camp  together,  correct? 

8.  You  asked  to  be  assigned  to  the  same  unit,  isn't  that  correct? 

9.  You'd  like  to  help  the  accused  whenever  possible,  isn't  that  so? 

10.  And  you  would  be  very  upset  if  he  were  convicted  of  the  charges 

against  him  today,  isn't  that  right? 

—  Sairple  -  event 

1.  Preliminary  questions  are  asked  and  answered. 

2.  Do  you  know  an  individual  by  the  name  of  Seaman  Witness 
(the  ofposing  side's  witness  who  has  testified  against  the 
accused) ? 

3.  How  do  you  knew  him? 

4.  How  long  have  you  knewn  him? 
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Directing  your  attenticxi  to  the  5th  of  June  of  this  year,  did  you 
have  occasion  to  see  Seaman  VJitness? 

Where  was  this? 

Who  else  was  there,  if  anyc«e? 

Anyone  else  besides  the  accused? 

V-Jhat  was  taking  place? 

V/ho  was  playing  pool? 

Who  won  the  game? 

VJhat  happened  at  the  conclusion  of  the  game? 

Who  paid  whan? 

How  nuch  was  paid  by  Seaman  Witness  to  the  accused? 

What,  if  anything  did  Seaman  Witness  say  to  the  euxused  at  that 
time? 

What  happened  next? 

No  further  questions. 
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IMPEAC3iMENT  BY  PRI(®  CONVICTION 


Mil.R.Evid.  609 

Procedure;  The  opponent  must: 

1.  Show  that  the  witness  was  previously  convicted  of  a  crime: 

a.  That  was  pauiishable  by  death,  dishonorable  discharge,  cr 
imprisonment;  or 

b.  that  involved  dishonesty  or  false  statement. 

2.  Show  that  the  conviction  took  place  within  the  preceding  ten 
years.  Note,  however,  that  a  military  judge  may,  in  the  interest 
of  justice,  allow  use  of  convictions  older  than  ten  years. 
Mil.R.Evid.  609(b). 

Predicate  cfuestions:  Sample 

1.  Preliminary  questions  are  asked  and  answered. 

2.  Isn't  it  true  that  you  are  the  Private  First  Class  Witness  vAio 
was  convicted  of  larceny  at  a  special  court-martial  last  year? 

3.  Isn't  it  correct  that  that  court-martial  was  convened  aboard  this 
very  base? 

4.  Isn't  it  true  that  the  larceny  of  which  you  were  convicted  was 
for  stealing  a  stereo  fran  a  Corpjoral  Victim? 


REFRESHING  RECOLLECTION 

Mil.R.Evid.  612 

Procedure :  Hie  examiner  should: 

1.  Have  the  witness  state  that  he  or  she  cannot  recall  a  fact  or 
event ; 

2.  have  the  witness  state  that  a  certain  writing  or  deject  will 
refresh  his  or  her  memory; 

3.  mark  the  writing  or  object  as  an  appellate  exhibit,  unless  it  is 
to  be  offered  on  the  merits; 

4.  show  it  to  opposing  counsel  for  inspection; 

5.  tender  it  to  the  witness; 

6.  ask  the  witness  to  silently  read  or  study  the  object; 

7.  have  the  witness  state  that  his  or  her  memory  is  revived;  and 

8.  retrieve  the  writing  or  ctoject  and  proceed  with  the  examination. 
Predicate  questions:  Sample 

1.  Do  you  recall  the  serial  number  of  the  weapon? 

2.  Did  you  at  one  time  know  the  serial  number? 

3.  Vihat,  if  anything,  might  help  you  to  remember? 

4.  Your  Honor,  I  request  that  this  document  be  marked  as  the  next 
appellate  exhibit  in  order. 

Let  the  record  reflect  that  I  am  showina  vAiat  haus  been 
marked  as  AE  II  to  counsel  for  the  accused  for  his 
inspection. 

Let  the  record  reflect  that  counsel  for  the  accused  has 
returned  AE  II  and  that  I  am  now  handing  it  to  the  witness. 

5.  Special  Agent  Jones,  v4iat  is  that  document? 

6.  Please  read  the  document  to  yourself  arxS  indicate  to  me  when  you 
are  finished. 

7.  Have  you  finished? 

Let  the  record  reflect  that  I  am  retrieving  AE  II  from  the 
witness . 

8.  How  that  you've  read  the  document,  do  you  remember  the  serial 
number?  What  was  the  serial  number.’ 


I^^PEACHME^^^  WITH  PRIOR  INCONSISTENT  SWORN  STATEMENT 
flil.R.Evid.  613  &  801(d)(1)(A) 

Procedure;  'Hie  op^nent  should: 

1.  Shew  that  the  witness  made  a  prior  stateonent  at  a  certain  time 
and  place; 

2.  show  that  the  witness*  earlier  statement  is  inconsistent  with  his 
current  testimony; 

3.  cenmit  the  witness  to  the  current  testimony  before  discussing  the 
inconsistent  statement; 

4.  show  that  the  statement  was  sworn  and  was  made  while  the 
declarant  was  subject  to  the  penalty  of  perjury  at  a  trial, 
deposition,  hearing,  or  other  proceeding;  and 

5.  if  the  statement  is  to  lae  proved  by  extrinsic  evidence,  afford 
the  witness  an  c^aportunity  to  explain  or  deny  it. 

Predocate  questions;  Sanple 

1.  Preliminary  questions  are  asked  and  answered. 

2.  Now,  Seaman  Witness,  isn't  it  true  that  in  response  to  a  question 
of  the  trial  counsel,  you  testified  that  Seaman  Accused  was 
present  in  your  room  on  the  night  of  the  alleged  offense? 

3.  And  you're  positive  that  he  was  there,  is  that  right? 

4.  No  doubt  in  your  mind? 

5.  You  couldn't  have  made  a  mistake  about  that? 

6.  You  remattoer  it  distinctly,  is  that  right? 

7.  New  Seaman  Witness,  I  want  to  direct  your  attention  to  the  9th  of 
July  of  this  year.  Do  you  recall  that  date? 

8.  Isn't  it  true  that  you  testified  at  the  article  32  investigation 
in  this  case  on  that  date? 

9.  Isn't  it  true  that  you  were  called  as  a  witness  for  the 
government  at  that  investigation? 

10.  That  investigation  took  place  less  than  two  weeks  after  the 
accused  was  allegedly  in  your  room,  isn't  that  so? 

11.  In  fact,  it  was  just  nine  days  later,  isn't  that  correct? 


12.  Did  you  have  a  good  night's  sleep  prior  to  testifying  that  day? 

13.  You  were  well  rested  then,  correct? 


14.  And  nothing  unusual  had  occurred  to  vpset  you  beforehand,  isn't 
that  so? 

15.  Who  was  present  at  that  heauring? 

16.  Where  did  it  take  place? 

17.  Approximately  what  time  were  you  called  to  the  witness  stand? 

18.  Isn't  it  true  that  you  were  administered  an  oath  by  the 
investigating  officer  before  beginning  your  testimony? 

19.  You  had  to  raise  your  ri^t  hand  and  swear  to  tell  the  truth, 
isn't  that  so? 

20.  In  fact,  you  took  the  same  oath  then  that  you  did  today,  isn't 
that  so? 

21.  Did  you  take  that  oath  seriously  at  that  time? 

22.  A  reporter  was  present,  isn't  that  so? 

23.  And  he  appeared  to  be  making  a  tape  of  every  viord  that  was  said, 
correct? 

24.  The  investigating  officer  asked  you  questions,  didn't  he? 

25.  Isn't  it  true  that  the  investigating  officer  did  not  pressure  you 
to  testify  one  way  or  the  other? 

26.  You  had  plenty  of  time  to  think  about  your  answers,  isn't  that 
true? 

27.  The  investigating  officer  wanted  you  to  tell  the  truth,  correct? 

28.  And  you  told  the  truth,  correct? 

29.  Do  you  reroanber  making  the  following  statement  at  the  article  32 
investigation,  "The  accused  was  not  in  ny  room."? 

30.  And  that  statement  was  made  under  oath,  correct? 

31.  Just  nine  days  after  the  event,  correct? 

32.  And  new  it  is  three  months  later,  correct? 

33.  Isn't  it  true  that  your  memory  was  fresher  then? 

Note:  A  prior  inconsistent  statement  admissible  under  Mil.R.Evid.  613  and 
801  (d)  (1)  will  be  admissible  not  only  for  inpeaclTment  but  also  as 
substantive  evidence. 


IMPEACHMEin?  WITH  PRIOR  INCONSISTENT  UNSWORN  STATEmn" 

Ml  I  .[<.[Vid.  613 

Prcxedure ;  Hie  opponent  should; 

1.  Show  that  the  witness  made  a  prior  stataient  at  a  certain  time 
and  place; 

2.  show  that  the  witness'  earlier  statement  is  inconsistent  with  his 
current  testimony; 

3.  ccntnit  the  witness  to  the  current  testimony  before  discussing  the 
inconsistent  statement;  and 

4.  if  the  statement  is  to  be  proved  by  extrinsic  evidence,  afford 
the  witness  an  opportunity  to  explain  or  deny  it. 

Predicate  questions;  Sample 

1.  Preliminary  questions  are  asked  and  answered. 

2.  Lt.  Witness,  isn't  it  true  that  you  testified  on  direct  that  you 
only  had  one  drink  at  the  time  of  the  incident? 

3.  Do  you  know  an  individual  named  Capt.  Good  Friend? 

4.  In  fact,  Capt.  Friend  is  a  close  friend  of  yours,  isn't  that  so? 

5.  Do  you  recall  talking  to  him  about  the  incident  of  4  May  of  this 

year? 

6.  Isn't  it  true  that  this  conversation  took  place  in  your  BOQ  room? 

7.  Isn't  it  true  that  this  conversation  took  place  only  a  few  hours 

after  the  incident? 

8.  Isn't  it  true  you  had  calmed  down  by  the  time  you  had  this 
conversation  with  Capt.  Friend? 

9.  You  felt  just  fine  at  that  time,  correct? 

10.  Isn't  it  true  that  your  memory  of  what  happened  was  fresher  then 
than  it  is  now? 

11.  Isn't  it  true  that  you  told  Capt.  Friend  during  that  conversation 

on  the  4th  of  May  that  you'd  had  four  or  five  drinks  at  the  time 

of  the  incident? 


Note; 


A  prior  unsworn  inconsistent  statement  is  admissible  only  under 
Mil.R.Evid.  613  for  iitpeachment  purposes  and  is  not  admissible  as 
substantive  evidence  under  Mil.R.Evid.  801(d) (1) (A). 


SBCTIOQ  VI 


OPINION  AND  EXPERT  TESTIMONY 


OPINICXJ  OF  MILITARY  CHARACTER 


f 


Mil.R.Evid.  405  (adnissible  if  militciry  character  is  a  relevant  trait  under 
the  issues  involved  in  the  case) 

Procedure;  The  proponent  must  shew: 

1.  That  the  witness  is  perscaially  acquainted  with  the  subject; 

2.  that  the  witness  knows  the  subject  well  enough  to  have  forned  an 
opinion  of  the  subject's  military  character;  and 

3.  that  the  witness  has  such  an  c^inion. 

Predicate  questions: 

1.  State  your  name,  rank,  unit  and  armed  force. 

2.  What  position  do  you  fill  in  that  unit? 

3.  How  long  have  you  worked  there? 

4.  Do  you  knew  an  individual  by  the  name  Seaman  Johnny  Accused? 

5.  If  you  see  him  in  the  oourtroon  today,  would  you  please  point  to 
him? 

May  the  record  reflect  that  the  witness  has  pointed  to  the 
accused. 

6.  Hew  long  have  you  known  Seaman  Accused? 

7.  How  do  you  knew  liim? 

8.  How  well  do  you  knew  him? 

9.  Where  does  Seaman  Accused  work? 

10.  Is  that  the  same  unit  in  which  you  work? 

11.  P\Siere  else,  if  anywhere,  have  you  served  with  him? 

12.  During  the  time  that  you  served  with  Seaitan  Accused,  what  were 
his  duty  assignments? 

13.  To  what  extent,  if  any,  did  you  observe  the  performance  of  his 
military  duties? 


14.  During  the  time  that  you  knew  him,  to  what  extent  have  you 
ctoservexi  his  conduct  in  the  military  catmunity? 

15.  In  any  given  week,  how  many  days  of  the  week  would  you  have 
personal  contact  with  the  accused? 


17.  As  a  resxilt  of  your  contacts  with  Seanan  Accused,  have  you 
observed  his  attitude  toward  the  military  and  his 
re^xjnsibilities  in  the  military? 

18.  To  what  extent? 

19.  Have  you  observed  his  attitude  with  respect  to  his  military 
superiors? 

20.  To  what  extent? 

21.  As  a  result  of  ycxir  knowledge  of  and  your  contacts  with  Seaman 
Accused,  do  you  have  an  opinicai  of  his  military  character? 

22.  I'fliat  is  that  opinion? 
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OPINION  OF  RELEVANT  QIARACTER  Tl^T 


Kil.K.Evicl.  405 

Procedure;  The  proponent  nust  show: 

1.  That  the  witness  is  personally  acquainted  with  the  si±iject; 

2.  that  the  witness  knows  the  subject  well  enough  to  have  formed  an 

opinion  of  the  subject's  character  trait  for  honesty,  violence, 
peacefulness,  etc.;  and 

3.  that  the  witness  has  such  an  opinion. 

Predicate  questions;  Sanple 

1.  State  your  name,  rank,  unit  and  armed  force. 

2.  What  position  do  you  fill  in  that  unit? 

3.  How  long  have  you  worked  there? 

4.  Do  you  know  an  individual  by  the  name  of  Corporal  Accused? 

5.  If  you  see  him  in  the  courtroom  today,  would  you  please  point  to 

him? 

Let  the  reoord  reflect  that  the  witness  has  pointed  to  the 
accused. 

6.  How  long  have  you  known  Corporal  Accused? 

7.  How  do  you  know  him? 

8.  How  well  do  you  know  him? 

9.  In  what  units  have  you  seio/ed  together? 

10.  To  what  extent,  if  any,  do  you  have  social  contact  with  Corporal 
Accused? 

11.  How  often  do  you  have  such  contact? 

12.  In  any  given  week,  how  many  days  of  the  week  do  you  have  personal 
contact  with  Corporal  Accused? 

13.  Hew  many  hours  of  the  day  do  you  have  personal  contact  with 
Corporal  Accused? 

14.  Have  you  had  occasion  to  ctoserve  Corporal  Accused's  reaction  to 
others,  both  socially  and  professionally? 

15.  Have  you  had  occasion  to  c±>serve  Corporal  Accused's  reaction  to 
others  in  stressful  situations? 


To  vrtiat  extent? 


As  a  result  of  your  knowledge  of  and  your  ocxitacts  with  CorporcuL 
Accused,  do  you  have  an  opinion  of  his  character  for 
peacefulness? 


What  is  that  opinion? 


LAY  WI'ItiESS'  OPINION  OF  SPEED 


Mil.R.Evid.  701 

Procedure:  The  proponent  must  show  that: 

1.  Hie  witness  was  in  a  positicMi  to  (±)serve; 

2.  the  witness  did  in  fact  cfoserve; 

3.  the  observation  was  based  on  sufficient  data  to  form  a  reliable 
opinion;  and 

4.  the  witness  will  state  the  opinion. 

Predicate  questions:  Sanple 

1.  Preliminary  questions  are  asked  and  answered. 

2.  Where  were  you  on  the  morning  of  1  January  of  this  year? 

3.  In  vdiich  direction  were  you  facing? 

4.  How  far  away  were  ycxi  from  the  intersection  of  "A"  and  "B" 
streets? 

5.  What  if  anything,  did  you  cAiserve  while  standing  there? 

6.  How  long  did  you  observe  the  black  truck  before  it  entered  the 
intersection? 

7.  How  long  did  you  see  the  Navy  vehicle  before  it  entered  the 
intersection? 

8.  Do  you  have  a  driver’s  license? 

9.  How  long  have  you  been  driving? 

10.  What  types  of  vehicles  do  you  drive? 

11.  Do  you  have  a  government  driver's  license? 

12.  How  long  have  you  had  that? 

13.  Have  you  observed  other  vehicles,  cars  and  trucks,  in  notion 
during  these  years? 

14.  From  your  eiperience,  how  well  can  you  estimate  the  speed  of 
vehicles? 

15.  What  were  the  lighting  conditions  like  on  1  January  of  this  year? 


VI-5 


Vftiat,  if  any,  problems  were  you  having  with  ycxir  eyesight  at  that 
time? 

What,  if  any,  obstacles  were  between  you  and  the  two  vehicles? 

Do  you  have  an  opinion  of  hew  fast  the  two  vehicles  were 
traveling  at  the  time  of  the  collision? 

Please  state  that  opinion. 

compared  to  the  Navy  vehicle,  how  fast  was  the  black  truck 
traveling  at  the  ncment  of  inpact? 


LAY  WIITJESS'  OPINION  OF  INTOXICATION 


Mil.R.Evid.  701 

Procedure ;  The  proponent  must: 

1.  Show  that  the  witness  was  in  a  position  to  observe 

2.  shew  that  the  witness  did  in  fact  c±)serve; 

3.  show  that  the  observation  was  based  on  sufficient  data  to  form  a 

reliable  opinion;  and 

4.  have  the  witness  state  the  opinion. 

Predicate  questions:  Sanple 

1.  Preliminary'  questions  are  asked  and  answered. 

2.  Where  were  you  on  the  evening  of  21  July  of  this  year? 

3.  Who  else  was  present,  if  anyone? 

4.  Let  the  record  reflect  that  the  witness  pointed  to  and  stated  the 
name  of  the  accused, 

5.  Hew  long  was  the  accused  in  your  oonpany  that  evening? 

6.  How  closely  were  you  c±>serving  him? 

7.  Are  you  generally  familiar  with  the  effects  of  alcoholic 
beverages  on  people? 

8.  Hew  have  you  gained  that  familiarity? 

9.  Do  you  drink  yourself? 

10.  Have  you  ever  observed  a  person  who  was  intoxicated? 

11.  Hew  often? 

12.  Please  describe  the  accused's  ^jpearance  on  the  evening  of  21 
July, 

13.  How  was  he  dressed? 

14.  Describe  his  speech. 

15.  Describe  his  muscular  coordination. 

16.  What  odor,  if  any,  could  you  smell  on  his  breath? 

17.  Describe  the  condition  of  his  eyes. 
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Describe  his  ccrplexion. 

Describe  the  clarity  and  coherence  of  his  speech. 


As  a  result  of  your  observations,  did  you  form  an  opiniai  of  the 
accused's  sobriety  or  lack  thereof? 

Please  state  that  opinion. 


VI-8 


QUftLIFYING  AN  EXPERT  -  GliMERALLY 


Mil.R.Evid.  702 

Procedure;  The  proponent  must  demonstrate  that: 

—  The  witness  is  an  expert  in  the  field  of  inquiry  by  shewing  that 
the  witness  has;  (for  exanple) 

a.  Acquired  degrees  from  educational  institutions; 

b.  acquired  other  specialized  training; 

c.  ctotained  licenses  to  practice  in  the  field; 

d.  worked  in  the  field  for  a  substantial  period  of  time; 

e.  authored  professional  publications  in  the  field; 

f.  taught  or  lectured  in  the  field; 

g.  won  awards  or  received  other  professional  recognition; 
and/or 

h.  testified  as  an  expert  previously. 

Predicate  questions;  In  general 

1.  Please  state  your  full  name  and  address. 

2.  What  is  your  profession? 

3.  Hew  long  have  you  worked  in  that  field? 

4.  What  is  your  formal  education? 

5.  From  where  did  you  ctotain  your  bachelor’s  degree? 

6.  What  was  your  major  at  Harvard? 

7.  Fran  where  did  you  c±)tain  your  master's  degree? 

8.  What  was  your  major  at  Yale? 

9.  Fran  vdiere  did  you  receive  your  doctor's  degree? 

10.  And  your  major  at  EXike? 

11.  What  academic  honors  did  you  receive? 

12.  What  did  you  do  after  graduating  from  Duke? 

13.  Hew  long  did  that  internship  last? 
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7\nd  vdiere  was  it? 


Where  did  you  perform  your  residency? 

What  is  a  residency? 

V'Jhere  did  you  go  after  that? 

And  vdiat  specialty  did  you  practice  there? 

Before  beginning  to  practice  in  Rhode  Island,  what  licenses  did 
you  have  to  ctotain? 

VJhat  is  involved  in  that  process? 

V^hen  did  you  get  your  license? 

Bow  long  have  you  practiced  in  Rhode  Island? 

During  that  time,  how  meiny  patients  have  you  treated? 

What  professional  publications  have  you  authored? 

What  professional  articles  have  you  written? 

In  what  professional  journals  were  those  articles  published? 

How  often  have  your  works  been  published? 

\'Jhat  positions  have  you  held  at  the  Rhode  Island  University 
School  of  Medicine? 

How  long  have  you  been  Dean? 

How  long  have  you  taught  there? 

tVhere  else  have  you  taught? 

What  percentage  of  your  time  is  ^jent  teaching  and  vdiat 
percentage  is  spent  treating  patients? 

VJhat  subjects  do  you  teach? 

To  vdnat  professional  organizations  do  you  belcug? 

What  is  required  to  join  the  American  Society  of  Big  Shot 
Doctors? 

Whidt  professional  awards  have  you  won? 

What  does  the  Honorary  Degree  of  Big  Time  Medicine  mean? 

}low  many  doctors  receive  that  award  in  a  given  year? 
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V. 


EXPERT  IN  BCOY  FLUIDS 


Mil.R.Evid.  702 

Procedure:  The  proponent  must: 

1.  Qualify  the  witness  as  an  expert  in  the  particular  field  under 
inquiry; 

2.  shew  that  the  witness  has  ctoserved  certain  facts; 

3.  show  that  as  a  result  of  these  ctoservations  and  based  on  his  or 
her  expertise,  he  or  she  has  formed  an  opinion;  and 

4-  have  the  witness  state  the  cpinion  and  explain  its  inportanoe. 

Predicate  questions: 

1.  &jalify  the  witness  as  an  ejqjert  (see  "QUALIFYING  AN  EXPERT  - 
GENERALLY") . 

2.  Please  explain  the  nature  of  your  work  to  the  members. 

3.  V^hat  body  fluids  do  you  analyze  in  your  profession? 

4.  Dr.  Witness,  please  explain  the  procedures  that  you  use  to 
analyze  blood. 

(urine) 

(semen) 

(saliva) 

(etc.) 

5.  What  is  the  significance  of  the  information  that  you  obtain  as  a 
result  of  this  type  of  analysis? 

6.  What  occasion,  if  ciny,  did  you  have  to  examine  a _  sample 

relevant  to  this  case? 

7.  Trace  the  chain  of  custody  (see  "IDENTIFICATION  OF  FUNGIBLE 
ITEl'B") . 

8.  What  tests  or  examinations  did  you  conduct  on  that  sanple? 

9.  For  what  purpose  were  those  tests  conducted? 

10.  Wliat  variations  did  you  employ  when  conducting  these  tests  from 
accepted  practice? 

] 1 .  What  were  the  results  of  these  tests? 

12.  Did  your  observations  of  Uk'  results  pomiit  you  to  arrive  at  any 
conclusion? 

iJ.  What  was  thac  conclusion? 
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14.  Please  ejqjlain  the  significance  of  that  conclusion  in  layman's 
terms. 

15.  Coitpare  your  conclusion  to  accepted  principles  of  scientific 
certainty  in  the  field  of  blood  analysis. 

(urine) 

(sanen) 

(saliva) 

(etc.) 

16.  What  is  the  likelihood  of  error  in  your  conclusion  (better  you 
should  ask  than  the  opponent)? 

17.  Etc. 


VI-13 


OPINION  OF  FC»ENSIC  CHEMIST 


Mil.R.Evid.  702 

Procedure;  The  proponent  must; 

1.  Qualify  the  witness  as  an  expert  in  the  field  of  forensic 
chanistry  (see  "QUALIFYING  AN  EXPERT  -  GENERALLY" )  ; 

2.  show  that  the  witness  has  cfcserved  certain  facts; 

3.  shew  that  as  a  result  of  tliese  observations  and  based  on  his  or 
her  ejq3ertise,  he  or  she  has  formed  an  opinion;  and 

4.  have  the  witness  state  the  opinion  and  e;q>lcdn  its  inportanoe. 

Predicate  questions; 

1.  Qualify  the  witness  as  an  expert  (see  "QUALIFYING  AN  EXPERT  - 
GENERALLY" ) . 

2.  Have  you  had  occasion  in  your  work  at  the  crime  lab  to  chemically 
analyze  substances  to  determine  whether  they  are,  or  contain, 
controlled  substances? 

3.  How  many  times? 

4 .  Have  you  had  occasion  to  chanically  analyze  substances  to 
determine  vdiether  they  are  or  contain  marijuana? 

5.  How  many  times? 

6.  How  many  controlled  substances  analyses  do  you  perform  in  any 
given  week? 

7.  Have  you  ever  had  any  of  your  analyses  proven  wrong? 

8.  Your  Honor,  I  request  permission  to  e^roach  the  witness. 

9.  Let  the  record  reflect  that  I  am  handing  prosecution  exhibit  3 
for  identification  to  the  witness.  Now,  Mr.  Chemist,  I  want  you 
to  take  a  close  look  at  it. 

10.  VJhat  is  prosecution  exhibit  3  for  identification? 

11.  How  do  you  recognize  it? 

12.  When  did  you  mark  the  container? 

13.  When  did  you  first  see  prosecution  exhibit  3  for  identification? 

14.  What  sort  of  nail  was  used  to  send  this  to  you? 
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15.  When  you  signed  for  and  took  possession  of  the  package  fran  NIS, 
in  what  condition  was  it? 

16.  What,  if  any,  cvidencf^  of  fanpering  or  alteration  was  present? 

17.  What  did  you  do  with  the  package  and  its  contents? 

18.  When  you  opened  the  package,  vdiat  was  the  condition  of  its 
contents? 

19.  During  the  tine  that  the  package  and  its  contents  were  in  your 
custody,  what  steps  did  you  take  to  safeguard  them? 

20.  What  did  you  do  with  the  contents  of  the  inner  package? 

5l.  What  tests  did  you  perform? 

22.  Describe  the  microsocpic  examination. 

23.  Describe  the  color  test  used  by  you  on  that  day. 

24.  Describe  the  microcrystalline  tests  enployed. 

25.  Describe  the  chromatography  tests  that  you  used. 

26.  What  variations,  if  any,  did  you  arploy  in  these  tests  from 
normal,  accepted  procedure? 

27.  What  was  the  result  of  these  tests? 

28.  In  your  professional  opinion,  vrtiat  is  the  chemical  conposition  of 
prosecution  exhibit  3  for  identification? 

29.  What  is  the  basis  for  your  opinion? 

30.  What  did  you  do  with  the  exhibit  after  your  tests  were  conpleted? 

31.  Hew  did  you  wrap  it  for  mailing? 

32.  What  type  of  mail  did  you  use  to  return  it  to  NIS? 

33.  Hew  did  the  ccaidition  of  the  package  and  its  contents  differ  from 
when  you  received  it? 

34.  Etc. 
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QUALIFYING  A  NAROOTICS  PAlAPHERNALIA  EXPERT 


I  Mil.R.Evid.  702 

I 

i 

>  Procedure;  The  proponent  must  demonstrate  that; 

I 

■Hie  witness  is  an  expert  in  the  field  of  narcotics  paraj^jemcdia. 
Predicate  questions; 

1.  Please  state  your  full  name  and  also  give  your  address. 

2.  What  is  your  occupation? 

3.  Hew  long  have  you  worked  as  a  Naval  Investigative  Service  Agent? 

4.  In  vAiat  division  do  you  work  at  present? 

5.  Where  did  you  work  before  that? 

5.  ^-Jhat  specialized  training  in  the  field  of  narcotics  do  you 

possess? 

7.  Of  what  did  that  training  consist? 

8.  t^Jhere  did  you  receive  that  training? 

9.  What  courses  did  you  take? 

10.  How  many  hours  of  this  training  have  you  received? 

1 1 .  Have  you  ever  participated  in  the  investigation  of  illegal 
narcotics  activities? 

1 2 .  How  often? 

13.  Over  wliat  period  of  time? 

14.  Have  you  ever  arrested  or  ^>prehended  individuals  for  engaging  in 
narcotic  related  activities? 

15.  How  many  times? 

16.  Have  you  ever  discussed  narcotics  and  narcotic  activities  with 
any  of  these  people? 

17.  How  many  times? 

\y..  During  the  courFae  c>r  tlK?sc  (.•oim.-r  rations,  have  ycou  discnir.r.fxl  Mk' 
identification  and  use  of  ruircx)tic  parapliemalia? 


19.  How  many  times? 


Have  ycxi  ever  been  asked  by  other  members  of  law  enforcement 
agencies  to  render  an  qpinion  as  to  vdiether  certain  articles  were 
narcotic  paraphernalia? 

Hew  many  times? 

Have  you  ever  been  rec-ognized  as  an  ejqxirt  in  nar<x)tic: 
paraphernalia  in  a  civilian  court  or  court-martial? 

How  many  tines? 

Are  you  familiar  with  the  term,  "roach  clip?" 

How  did  you  gain  that  familiarily? 

What  is  a  "roach  clip?" 

tVhat  are  the  uses  of  a  "roach  clip?" 


Please  describe  a  "roach  clip." 

What  cure  some  of  the  distinctive  features  of  a  "roach  clip?" 
Etc. 
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FINGEE^PRINT  EXPEFT 


Mil.R.Evid.  702 

Procedure;  The  proponent  must; 

1.  &ialify  the  witness  as  an  e^qjert  in  the  field  of  fingerprint 

analysis; 

2.  shew  that  the  witness  has  corpared  latent  fingerprints  to  inked 
fingerprLnts; 

3.  shew  that  as  a  result  of  these  cenparisons  the  witness  has 

arrived  at  an  opinion  as  to  the  source  of  the  latent  fingerprint; 
and 

4.  have  the  witness  state  vdiat  that  opinion  is. 

Predicate  questions; 

1.  Qualify  the  witness  as  an  ejpert  in  the  field  of  fingerprint 

analysis  (see  "QUALIFYING  AN  EXPERT  -  GENERALLY”). 

2.  What  is  a  "latent”  fingerprint? 

3.  What  is  an  "inked"  fingerprint  and  hew  does  it  differ  fran  a 

"latent"  fingerprint? 

4.  VJhat  are  the  distinguishing  characteristics  of  a  person's 

fingerprints? 

5.  How  do  people  leave  fingerprints  behind? 

6.  Hew  are  fingerprints  corpared? 

7.  Hew  are  fingerprints  used  to  identify  persons? 

8.  Why  can  you  identify  specific  individuals  from  their 

fingerprints? 

9.  How  accurate  cure  such  identifications? 

10.  V/ithin  the  realm  of  scientific  certainty,  vdiat  are  the  chances 
for  error  in  making  such  an  identification? 

11.  Hew  itany  cases  are  you  aware  of  in  vdiich  two  people  have  had  the 
same  fingerprint? 

12.  Your  Honor,  I  request  permission  to  approach  the  witness. 

13.  Let  the  record  reflect  that  I  am  handing  what  has  been  previously 
marked  as  prosecution  exhibit  5  for  identification  to  thfj 
witness. 


VI-18 


14.  What  is  that  exhibit  (referring  to  the  latent  print)? 

15.  How  do  you  recognize  it? 

16.  Where  did  you  get  it? 

17.  (go  through  necessairy  identification  and  custody  procedures) 

18.  Your  Honor,  I  request  permission  to  approach  the  witness  again. 

19.  Let  the  record  reflect  that  I  am  handing  the  witness  what  has 

been  previously  mar)ced  as  prosecution  exhibit  6  for 

identification. 

20.  What  is  that  exhibit  (referring  to  the  inked  print)? 

21.  How  do  you  recognize  it? 

22.  Where  did  you  get  that  exhibit? 

23.  (go  through  the  necessary  identification  and  custody  procedures) 

24.  What  did  you  do  with  those  two  prints  when  you  received  thari? 

25.  Ik3w  did  you  analyze  them? 

26.  What  were  you  looking  for? 

27.  Did  you  arrive  at  any  conclusion  as  a  result  of  your  examination 

and  conparison  of  prosecution  exhibits  5  and  6  for 

identification? 

28.  L'lhat  is  that  conclusion? 

29.  Upon  what  factors  did  you  rely  to  reach  that  cpinion? 

30.  Hew  many  points  of  oorparison  did  you  make  between  the  two 

prints? 

31.  What  is  the  total  nuirber  of  points  of  identification  that  you 
found? 

32.  Hew  rtany  such  points  are  required  by  the  profession  in  general  to 
make  an  acceptable  identification? 

33.  Hew  many  points  of  dissimilarity  did  you  find? 

34.  Please  demonstrate  to  the  court  the  manner  in  vdiich  you  made  your 
conclusion  (use  blcw-up  photos  if  available) . 

35.  Within  the  realm  of  scientific  certainty,  wbat  chance  of  error 
exists  that  someone  other  than  the  accused  made  both  prints? 
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EXPERT  AS  TO  VAIJJE 


Mil.R.Evid.  702 

Procedure;  The  prc^nent  must; 

1.  CXialify  the  witness  as  an  expert  in  the  field  of  value  appraisal; 

2.  shew  that  the  witness  has  observed  certain  facts  or  examined 
certain  property; 

3.  shew  that  as  a  result  of  these  observations  and  based  on  his  or 
her  expertise,  he  or  she  has  formed  an  opinion;  and 

4.  have  tlie  witness  state  the  o['>inion  and  explain  its  basis. 
Predicate  questions; 

1.  Qualify  the  witness  (see  "QIJALIFYING  AN  EXPERl'  -  GENERALLY") . 

2.  As  an  insurance  appraiser  for  Acme  Insurance  Co.,  do  your  duties 
include  appraising,  buying  and  selling  perscmal  property? 

3.  Hew  long  have  you  been  so  employed? 

4.  V'Jhere  is  most  of  your  business  conducted? 

5.  Describe  in  a  general  way  hew  you  conduct  your  business. 

6.  Have  you  had  occasion  to  appraise,  buy  and  sell  wrist  watches? 

7.  How  many  times? 

8.  EIxplain  the  term  "fair  market  value"  to  the  members  of  the  court. 

9.  Have  you  had  occasion  to  determine  the  "fair  market  value"  of 

wrist  watches  in  the  Newport,  Rhode  Island  area? 

10.  Hew  many  times? 

11.  Your  Honor,  I  request  permission  to  approach  the  witness. 

12.  Let  the  record  reflect  that  I  am  handing  the  witness  v^t  has 

previously  been  marked  as  prosecution  exhibit  1  for 

identification . 

13.  What  is  prosecution  exhibit  1  for  identification? 

14.  When,  if  ever,  have  you  seen  that  watch  before? 

1 3 .  For  what  purpose  did  you  examine  it? 


How  do  you  know  that  prosecution  exhibit  1  for  identification  is 
the  sane  watch  that  you  examined  previously? 

What  is  the  condition  of  the  watch  canpared  to  when  you  examined 
it  previously? 

In  what  condition  is  the  watch? 

Based  on  your  examination,  were  you  able  to  form  an  opinion  as  to 
the  fair  market  value  of  prosecution  exhibit  1  for 
identification? 

What  is  that  cpinion? 

Upon  what  is  that  opinion  based? 

Let  the  record  reflect  that  I  am  retrieving  prosecution  exhibit  1 
for  identification  from  the  witness  and  am  handing  it  to  the 
defense  counsel  for  his  inspection  and  possible  objection. 


ACXXJSED'S  CX^ffESSION 


MLl.R.Evid.  801 

Procedure;  See  "ACCUSED'S  CONFESSIW  -  flil.R.Evid.  304  &  305  in 
section  III 


S  *•  -  ^ 
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w. 


PRESENT  SEIOSE  IMPRESSIONS 


Mil.R.Evid.  803(1) 


Procedure;  The  proponent  must  show  that: 

1.  An  event  occurred; 

2.  the  declarant  <±)served  the  event;  and 

3.  the  declcUTcint  made  a  statanent  describing  or  explaining  the  event 
while  it  was  occurring  or  inmediately  thereafter. 

Predicate  questions;  Sanple 

1.  Preliminary  questions  are  asked  and  answered. 

2.  Where  were  you  on  the  evening  of  1  July  of  this  yeaur? 

3.  Who  was  with  you,  if  anyone? 

4.  lAJhat  were  you  doing? 

5.  What  happened  as  you  were  playing  pool? 

6.  Who  is  Seaman  Accused? 

7.  If  you  see  the  individual  you  know  as  Seaman  Accused  in  the 
courtrocm,  will  you  point  to  him  (let  the  record  reflect  that  the 
witness  pointed  to  the  accused)? 

8.  What  happened  vhen  Seaman  Accused  entered  the  pool  room? 

9.  Hew  long  did  you  c±)serve  them? 

10.  Inhere  did  you  go? 

11.  Hew  far  away  from  the  pool  room  is  the  snack  bar? 

12.  How  long  did  you  stay  there? 

13.  What  did  you  do  after  you  bought  your  ooJte? 

14.  How  long  did  it  take  for  you  to  return  to  the  pxx)l  room? 

15.  What  did  you  find  when  you  got  there? 

16.  Where  was  the  accused? 

17.  In  what  condition  was  Seaman  Victim? 

18.  li/hat,  if  anything,  did  he  say  to  explain  this  condition? 

19.  Who,  if  anyone,  did  Seaman  Victim  say  liad  stabbed  him? 
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STATEMENTS  EXDR  PURPOSES  OF  MEDICAL  DIAGNOSIS  OR  TREATMENT 


Mil.R.EVid.  803(4) 

Procedure;  Tlie  proponent  must: 

1.  Show  that  the  statatient  was  made  for  purpose  of  diagnosis  or 
treatment;  and 

2.  the  statement  was  reasonably  pertinent  to  diagnosis  or  treatnent. 

Predicate  questions:  Sanple 

1.  Preliminary  questions  are  asked  and  answered. 

2.  When  did  you  see  Seaman  Victim? 

3.  In  what  capacity? 

4.  Hew  many  times  did  you  see  her? 

5.  What  is  a  medical  history? 

6.  Who  took  the  medical  history  in  Seaman  Victim's  case? 

7.  Why  is  a  medical  history  taken? 

8.  Why  was  it  taken  in  this  case? 

9.  What,  if  anything,  is  the  patient  told  before  the  medical  history 
is  taken? 

10.  What,  if  anything,  did  you  tell  Seaman  Victim  prior  to  taking  the 
medical  history  in  her  case? 

11.  What  did  Seaman  Victim  say  about  how  she  suffered  her  injuries? 

Sanple  -  opponent 

1.  Objection,  your  Honor,  hearsay. 

It  appears  to  be  an  exception,  counselor. 

2.  Your  Honor,  may  I  voir  dire  the  witness  to  establish  the  basis 
for  the  objection? 

Yes. 

3.  Doctor  Witness,  isn't  it  true  that  you  saw  Seaman  Victim  at  the 
request  of  the  trial  counsel? 

4.  Isn't  it  true  that  Seaman  Victim  came  to  your  office  so  that  you 
could  examine  her  so  that,  in  turn,  you  could  testify  here  today? 
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Isn't  it  true  that  you  did  not  enter  Seaman  Victim  on  your 
patient  log? 

Isn't  it  true  that  you  did  not  prescribe  any  medicaticxi  for 
Seanan  Victim? 

You  did  not  prescribe  any  therapy  for  her,  is  that  correct? 

In  fact,  isn't  Seaman  Victim  under  the  care  of  Doctor  Doolittle? 

In  fact,  isn't  the  only  reason  that  you  saw  her  because  the  trial 
counsel  asked  you  to  do  so? 

Your  Honor,  I  have  no  further  questions.  I  renew  my  objecticxi. 


PAST  REXXJLLBCTION  KEOORDED 


Mil.R.Evid.  803(5) 

Procedure;  The  proponent  must  shcv/  that: 

1.  The  witness  once  had  personal  knowledge  of  the  fact  recorded; 

2.  the  witness  made  or  adopted  a  memorandum  or  record  concerning  the 
fact; 

3.  the  record  was  made  or  adopted  when  the  fact  was  fresh  in  the 
witness'  mind; 

4.  the  witness  can  testify  that  the  memorandum  or  record  reflected 
the  fact  correctly;  and 

5.  the  witness  cannot  completely  and  accurately  recall  the  fact  even 
though  the  manorandum  or  record  is  reviewed. 

The  proponent  must  also: 

6.  Have  the  manorandum  or  document  marked  as  an  appellate  exhibit; 

7.  tender  it  to  opposing  counsel  for  inspection  and  the  witness  for 
review;  and 

8.  if  admitted,  read  the  document  to  the  factfinder  since  it  nay  not 
be  received  as  an  exhibit  unless  offered  by  the  adverse  party. 

Predicate  questions;  After  failing  to  refresh  recollection 

1.  Now  that  you've  read  appellate  exhibit  II,  do  you  remarber  the 
serial  number  of  the  gun? 

2.  What  is  appellate  exhibit  II? 

3.  Hew  did  you  recognize  it? 

4.  tVhen  was  this  document  prepared? 

5.  Who  prepared  it? 

b*  liCAw  IIUCU  UJJtiL.  elapsed  after  you  saw  the  serial  number  on  the  gun 
and  the  time  that  you  nrep>cir^  this  document? 

7.  Hew  did  you  prepare  tie  documtpt? 

8.  Where  was  the  gun  when  you  wrote  down  the  serial  number? 

9.  At  the  time  then,  was  the  serial  number  fresh  in  your  mind? 
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uV 


mami 


RECORDS  OF  RBGUIARl.Y  CCMJUCTED  ACTIVITY 


Mil.IMVir].  ROKf)) 

Procedure;  The  proponent  must  show; 

1.  That  the  person  vdio  prepared  the  report  had  a  business  duty  to 
report  the  information; 

2.  that  the  person  who  prepared  the  report  had  personal  knowledge  of 
the  facts  recorded  or  gained  his  knowledge  from  a  reliable 
source; 

3.  that  the  report  was  prepared  at  or  near  the  time  of  the  facts 
recorded; 


4.  that  it  was  a  regular  practice  of  the  business  to  make  the 
report; 

5.  that  the  report  was  kept  in  the  regular  course  of  business;  and 

6.  that  the  report  pertained  to  acts,  events,  conditions,  opinions, 
or  diagnoses. 

Predicate  questions;  Sample 

1.  State  your  name  and  address. 

2.  Where  do  you  work? 


3.  How  long  have  you  worked  tliere? 

4.  What  cure  your  duties  there? 

5.  Do  those  duties  include  the  responsibility  of  mintaining  the 
files  concerning  receipts  of  nerchandise  at  the  Navy  Exchange? 

6.  Please  explain  the  procedures  employed  in  making  the  receipts  at 
the  Navy  Exchange  with  regard  to  inccming  merchandise. 

7.  Your  Honor,  I  request  that  this  document  be  marked  as  the  next 
defense  exhibit  in  order. 


Let  the  record  reflect  that  the  reporter  has  marked  this 
document  as  defense  exhibit  A  for  identification  and 
returned  it  to  me. 

8.  Your  Honor,  I  request  permission  to  approach  the  witness. 

9.  Mrs.  Witness,  I  hand  you  what  has  been  marked  as  defense  exhibit 
A,  for  identification.  What  is  that  document? 


I 


(authenticate  document) 


Who  prepared  that  document? 


Jfciw  do  you  know  that? 


Who  is 


As  a  file  clerk,  vdiat  cire 


*s  duties? 


When  is _ Mrs.  _ 

DE  A,  for  identification? 


supposed  to  make  documents  such  as 


Hew  often  are  these  receipts  prepared? 


What  form  do  these  receipts  take? 


Why  do  the  file  clerks  and  not  scroeone  else  make  these  receipts? 


What  is  done  with  the  receipt  after  the  file  clerk  prepares  it? 


When  your  office  receives  it,  vdiat  is  done  with  the  receipt? 


Where  cure  the  receipts  filed? 


And  vAiere  did  DE  A  for  identification  cone  from? 


ll/hen  did  you  remove  DE  A  for  identification  from  the  files? 


Your  Honor,  let  the  record  reflect  that  I  am  retrieving  DE  A  for 
identification  from  the  witness. 


(establish  document's  relevancy  if  required) 


Your  Honor,  I  new  offer  defense  exhibit  A  for  identification  into 
evidence  as  defense  exhibit  A,  and  request  that  the  words,  "for 
identification"  be  deleted.  Let  the  record  reflect  that  I  am 
showing  the  document  to  the  trial  counsel  for  his  inspectiem  and 
possible  cbjection. 
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ABSENCE  OF  ENTRY  IN  RECORDS  OF  REGULARLY  CCNDUCTED  ACTIVITY 


Mil.R.Evid.  803(7) 

Procedure;  The  proponent  must: 

1.  Ijay  the  general  foundation  for  records  of  regularly  conducted 
activity; 

2.  establish  that  a  search  of  the  files  of  such  records  was  made  by 
the  witness  and  that  the  search  was  thorough; 

3.  danonstrate  that  the  search  did  not  result  in  the  discovery  of 
the  absent  entry;  and 

4.  that  the  absent  entry  was  of  the  kind  of  which  a  record  would 
regularly  be  made  and  preserved. 

Predicate  questions;  Sample 

1.  State  your  name  and  address. 

2.  IVhere  do  you  work? 

3.  How  long  have  you  worked  there? 

4.  What  cure  your  duties  there? 

5.  Do  those  duties  include  the  responsibility  of  mintaining  the 
files  that  concern  the  registration  of  firearms  at  NETC  Newport? 

6.  Please  explain  the  procedures  employed  in  registering  a  firearm. 

7.  Who  prepares  such  registration  cards? 

8.  Hew  do  you  knew  that? 

9.  When  are  these  cards  cenpleted  in  relation  to  the  time  that  a 
person  brings  a  firearm  in  to  be  registered? 

10.  Hew  often  are  these  cards  prepared? 

11.  Where  is  the  information  tliat  appears  on  the  card  obtained? 

12.  Hew  is  it  obtained? 

13.  Once  the  card  is  completed,  what  is  done  with  it? 

14.  Where  are  the  cards  filed? 

15.  Hew  often  are  these  files  checked  for  accuracy? 

16.  What  is  the  significance  of  a  card  being  completed  and  filed? 
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How  is  information  retrieved  fron  the  card  file? 


Who  conducts  a  card  search? 

How  is  a  card  search  conducted? 

Mrs.  Witness,  did  you  have  occasion  to  search  the  firearm 
registration  file  sometime  after  the  2nd  of  May  of  this  year? 

When  did  you  conduct  such  a  search? 

Why  did  you  do  so? 

What  was  the  result  of  your  search? 

How  was  tliat  seeirch  conducted? 

How  thorough  was  your  seeirch? 

What  is  the  significance  of  the  results  of  your  search  with 
regard  to  one  .22  caliber  rifle  bearing  serial  nuntaer  1234567? 

If  that  rifle  had  been  registered,  would  you  have  found  a 
registration  card? 
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PUBLIC  RECORDS  AND  REPORTS 

Mil.R.Evid.  803(8) 

Procedure:  The  proponent  must  show  that: 

1.  The  record  is  in  official  custody  of  a  public  office  or  agency; 

2.  the  person  who  prepared  the  record  was  a  public  official; 

3.  the  person  who  prepared  the  record  had  a  duty  bo  record  that  fact 
in  the  record; 

4.  the  person  who  prepared  the  record  had  a  duty  to  know  or  to 
ascertain  from  reliable  sources  the  facts  recorded;  and 

5.  the  record  was  properly  prepared  and  made  within  the  scope  of  the 
duties  of  the  person  preparing  it. 

Predicate  guestions:  Sample 

1.  State  your  name,  rank,  vinit  and  armed  force. 

2.  What  billet  do  you  fill  at  the  Naval  Education  and  Training 
Center? 

3.  Hew  long  have  you  worked  there? 

4.  VJhat  is  the  Naval  Education  and  Training  Center? 

(It's  an  official  part  of  the  U.S.  Navy,  viMch  is  part  of 
the  Department  of  Defense,  vAiich,  in  turn,  is  part  of  the 
U.S.  Government.) 

5.  Your  Honor,  1  request  that  this  document  be  marked  as  proE?ecutic9i 
exhibit  1  for  identificaticai. 


Let  the  record  reflect  that  the  reporter  has  marked  this 
document  as  PE  1  for  identification  and  returned  it  to  me. 
Your  Honor,  I  request  permission  to  approach  the  witness. 

6.  LT.  Witness,  I  hand  you  vdiat  has  been  marked  as  PE  1  for 
identification  and  ask  you  to  examine  it.  What  is  PE  1  for 
identification? 


7.  LT.  Witness,  please  describe  your  duties  as  personnel  officer  at 
NEIC  ffewport,  R. I. 


8.  In  particular,  what  are  your  duties  with  regard  to  the 
preparation  of  documents  like  PE  1  for  identification? 


Hew  did  you  recxDgnize  PE  1  for  identification? 

Who  prepared  PE  1  for  identification? 

After  the  document  vras  typed  by  your  personnel  clerk,  vdx)  signed 
it? 

How  was  the  document  prepared? 

VJhat  regulations  govern  the  preparation  of  documents  like  PE  1 
for  identification? 

And  virfiat  procedures  were  followed  in  the  preparation  of  PE  1? 

Why  was  PE  1  for  identification  prepared? 

Where  did  you  obtain  the  information  that  was  recorded  in  PE  1 
for  identification? 

Why  did  you  obtain  that  information? 

Once  the  documents  like  PE  1  for  identification  are  prepared, 
what  is  done  with  them? 

Why  are  they  kept  there? 

Where  was  PE  1  for  identification  filed? 

How  did  it  cate  to  be  here  in  court  today? 

When  did  you  remove  it  from  the  files  at  NBTC  Newport  Personnel 
Office? 

Your  Honor,  I  now  offer  prosecution  exhibit  1  for  identification 
into  evidence,  and  request  that  the  words  "for  identification"  be 
deleted.  Let  the  record  reflect  that  I  am  showing  the  document 
to  defense  counsel  for  his  inspection  and  possible  objection. 
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ABSENCE  OF  PUBLIC  RECORD  OR  ENTRY 

Mil.R.Evid.  803(10) 

Procedure:  ) 

)  See  "ABSENCE  OF  CriTRY  IN  RECORDS  OF  REGULAT^LY 
Predicate  questions:  )  CONDUCTED  ACTIVITY" 
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PRICE  LISTS 

Mil.R.Evid.  803(17) 

Procedure;  The  proponent  must  show; 

1.  The  exhibit  is  a  market  quotation,  tabulation,  directory,  list  or 
other  published  oorpilation; 

2.  the  exhibit  is  generally  used  and  relied  upon  by  the  public  or  by 
persons  in  a  particular  occupation;  and 

3.  the  exhibit  is  authentic. 

Prcidicate  questions:  Sanple  -  ccitputer  price  list 

1.  State  your  nane  and  address. 

2.  What  is  your  place  of  business? 

3.  What  position  do  you  hold  there? 

4 .  How  long  have  you  worked  for  the  Naval  Sujply  Depot  as  an 
accountant? 

5.  What  are  your  duties  there? 

6.  Do  those  duties  include  responsibilities  with  regard  to  price 
lists? 

7.  Hew  does  the  Naval  Supply  Depot  maintain  its  price  lists? 

8.  What  type  of  computer  is  used? 

9.  How  long  have  you  used  that  cenputer? 

10.  What  procedures  cire  used  to  itaintain  NSD's  price  lists? 

11.  Vi/hat  safeguards  eiro  used  to  ensure  the  accuracy  of  those  lists? 

12.  How  often  is  the  cenputer  serviced  and  checked? 

13.  What  form  do  the  price  lists  take? 

14.  How  do  you  retrieve  a  particular  price  list  from  the  oonputer? 

15.  Your  Honor,  I  request  permission  to  approach  the  witness. 

Yes. 


16.  Let  the  record  reflect  that  I  am  handing  the  witness  defense 
exhibit  3  for  identification.  Mr.  Cenputer  Witness,  please 
examine  it  and  indicate  to  me  v^n  your  examination  is  conpleted. 


What  is  defense  exhibit  3  for  identification? 


.8.  Ifcw  do  you  knew  it  is  a  NSD  price  list  for  F-18  tail  hook  parts? 

.9.  Fran  vAiere  did  this  price  list  cone? 

JO.  Who  retrieved  the  data  from  the  NSD  computer? 

Jl.  Hew  did  you  do  that? 

J2.  When  did  you  do  that? 

J3.  What  condition  was  the  computer  in  at  the  time  you  retrieved  this 
data? 

>4.  New,  Mr.  Computer  Witness,  v^t  exactly  does  the  data  cai  that 
price  list  represent? 

>5.  Who  uses  the  information  on  that  list? 

26.  Why  is  it  used  by  NSD  and  other  Naval  oemponents? 

27.  Hew  often  is  it  so  used? 

28.  When  is  it  so  used? 

29.  To  vAiat  extent  are  price  lists  like  defense  exhibit  3  for 
identification  relied  ipon  by  NSD  and  the  other  Naval  units  vdx) 
use  it? 

JO.  Hew  do  you  knew  that? 

31.  Give  the  court  an  example  of  hew  NSD  relies  vpon  the  data  found 
in  defense  exhibit  3  for  identification? 

32.  Mr.  Computer  Witness,  vdiat  does  the  figure,  "$lm"  at  the  bottom 
of  the  price  list  mean? 

33.  (ask  clarification  questiems  as  needed) 

34.  Let  the  record  reflect  tliat  I  am  retrieving  defense  exhibit  3  for 
identification  from  the  witness  and  am  handing  it  to  the  trial 
counsel  for  his  inspection  and  possible  objection.  Let  the 
record  reflect  that  the  trial  counsel  has  returned  the  exhibit  to 
me  and  that  I  am  handing  it  to  the  military  judge.  Your  Honor,  I 
offer  defense  exhibit  3  for  identification  into  evidence  and 
request  that  the  words,  "for  identification"  be  deleted. 
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REPUTATION  AS  TO  CHARACTER 


Mil.R.LVid. 
ProcexJuro  & 


803(21) 

predicntG  questions:  See  " REPUTATION  FOR  TRUTHFTJIJJIESS  OR 

UNTI^UIHFOIJESS"  -  Mil.R.Evid.  608  &  405 
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POre^ER  TESTIMONY 


Mil.R.Evid.  804(b)(1) 

Prcx:edure;  Ttie  proponent  mast  show  that: 

1.  Hie  former  testimony  was  taken  at  another  heeiring  of  the  same  or 
different  proceeding,  or  in  a  deposition; 

2.  the  c^^nent  had  an  opportunity  and  similar  motive  to  develop  the 
formi^r  tfv;Liirt)ny  liy  cross,  dinx^t  or  r('din'<'t  exam  in,  it  ion; 

3.  the  former  testimony  was  recorded  verbatim  at  the  first  hearing; 

4.  as  a  practical  matter,  that  the  witness  testified  under  oath;  and 

5.  the  declarant  is  not  available  to  testify  at  the  proceeding  at 
which  the  former  testimony  is  introduced. 

Predicate  questions:  Sanple 

1.  Establish  the  death  of  the  declarant.  Seaman  Former  Witness, 
through  the  introduction  of  his  death  certificate  (see  "REOORDS 
OF  REGULARLY  CONDUCTED  ACTIVITY  OR  PUBLIC  RECORDS") . 

2.  Call  a  witness  vho  was  present  at  the  former  hearing. 

3.  State  your  nan^,  rank,  unit  and  armed  force. 

4.  What  billet  do  you  cxirrently  fill  at  the  Naval  Legal  St'rvice 
Ofl  i(X'  YokosukiV 

5.  Hew  long  have  you  been  a  court  reporter? 

6.  Were  you  a  court  reporter  on  the  6th  of  F6bn:>ary  of  this  year? 

7 .  Where? 


8.  What  type  of  proceedir^  were  you  acting  as  reporter  for  on  that 
day? 

9.  What  is  an  article  32  investigation? 

10.  Who  was  the  si±)ject  of  that  investigation? 

11.  If  you  see  that  individual  in  the  courtroom  today,  will  you 
please  point  to  him? 

12.  Let  the  record  reflect  that  the  witness  pointed  to  the  accused. 

13.  What  was  being  investigated  at  tliat  hearing? 

14.  Have  you  had  occasion  to  examine  the  charge  sheet  vdiich  is  the 
subject  of  this  court-martial's  proceedings  today? 
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How  do  the  charges  at  the  article  32  investigaticoi  oonpare  to 
those  charges? 

Who  else,  if  anyone,  is  present  at  this  hearing  that  was  present 
at  the  investigation? 

Let  the  record  reflect  that  the  witness  pointed  to  nyself,  the 
trial  counsel,  and  the  defense  counsel. 

What  type  of  record  were  you  making  of  the  investigation? 

What  is  a  verbatim  record? 

Hid  a  fV'amnn  IVirmer  Wifnoss  .tpfxiar  at  that  hearing? 

Who  called  him? 

What  happened  when  he  was  called? 

After  he  was  administered  the  oath,  what  happened? 

Approximately  hew  long  did  the  counsel  for  the  government 
question  Seaman  Former  Witness? 

Did  counsel  for  the  accused  ask  Seaman  Former  Witness  any 
questions? 

i^roxiroately  how  many? 

What  did  you  do  after  the  hearing  was  ccrpleted? 

What  did  you  do  with  the  verbatim  record  vdien  it  was  ccnpleted? 

Y(.)ur  lloiKir,  iikiy  t  approach  tlto  witness?  let  tlic  record  reflect  1 
am  hcinding  the  witness  what  lias  been  marked  as  PE  2  for 
identification . 

Qiief  Reporter,  what  is  PE  2  for  identification? 

How  do  you  recognize  it? 

Is  that  the  verbatim  record  of  the  article  32  investigation  to 
\«rtiich  you  earlier  referred? 

What  is  the  condition  of  that  exhibit  cotpared  to  vrtien  you 
received  it  back  from  the  investigating  officer? 

Whose  signature  appeeurs  on  the  last  page? 

How  do  you  knew  that  it  is  the  investigating  officer's? 

let  the  record  reflect  that  I  am  retrieving  PE  2  for 
identification  from  the  witness. 
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Your  Hc»K>r,  I  am  offering  pages  32  through  51  of  PE  2  for 
identification  into  evklon(»  as  the  former  testimony  of  .Sc'.uinn 
Former  Witness  under  the  provisions  of  Mil.R.Evid.  B04 (b)(1). 
The  rest  of  the  transcript  is  presented  to  ycu  so  that  you  can 
see  that  the  former  testimony  was  taken  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  rule.  Let  the  record  reflect  that  I  am  handing 
PE  2  for  identification  to  the  defense  counsel  for  his  inspection 
and  possible  identification. 
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SECTION  VIII 


AtriHENTICATiaJ  AND  IDENTIFICATICN 


IDBJTIFICATION  OF  UNIQUELY  IDEMTIFIABLE  ITEMS 


Mil.R.Evid.  901 

Procedure;  The  prcponent  must  shew  that; 

1.  'Ilie  object  has  a  unique  characteristic; 

2.  the  witness  ctoserved  this  characteristic  on  a  previous  occasion; 

3.  the  witness  identifies  the  object  as  the  one  which  he  has  seen 
previously,  based  on  the  characteristic;  and 

4.  the  witness  states  that  the  object  is  in  the  same  condition  new 
as  it  was  at  the  time  that  he  previously  observed  it. 

Predicate  questions; 

1.  What  did  you  find  when  you  returned  to  your  room? 

2.  What,  if  anything,  did  you  find  to  be  missing? 

3.  Describe  the  radio. 

4.  What  make  is  it? 

5.  What  model  is  it? 

6.  What,  if  anything,  distinguished  that  radio  from  any  other  of  the 
same  make  and  model? 

7.  llow  long  had  you  had  that  radio? 

8.  Your  Honor,  I  request  that  this  be  marked  as  the  ncixt  prosecution 
exhibit  in  order. 

9.  Let  the  record  reflect  that  the  reporter  has  marked  this  as  PE  2 
for  identification.  I  now  shew  PE  2  for  identification  to  the 
defense  counsel  for  his  inspection. 

10.  Let  the  record  reflect  that  the  defense  counsel  has  returned  PE  2 
for  identification  to  me.  Your  Honor,  I  request  permission  to 
approach  the  witness. 

11.  Let  the  record  reflect  that  I  am  shewing  PE  2  for  identification 
to  the  witness. 

12.  Seaman  Witness,  vdiat  is  that  c±)ject? 

13.  How  do  you  recognize  it? 
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14.  In  vrfnat  way,  if  any,  has  the  c»ndition  of  the  radio  changed  since 
you  last  saw  it? 

15.  Let  the  record  reflect  that  I  am  retrieving  PE  2  for 
identification  from  the  witness.  Your  Htaior,  I  new  offer  PE  2 
for  identification  into  evidence  and  request  that  the  words,  "for 
identification"  be  deleted. 

Note,  the  relevancy  of  the  exhibit  should  ordinarily  be 
established  before  the  c±)ject  is  introduced. 


Note;  This  manner  of  identification  can  also  be  used  with  a 
readily  identifiable  container  holding  fungible  goods  (see, 
e.g. ,  United  States  v.  Madela,  12  M.J.  118  (C.M.A.  1981). 
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iDEwriFicflTig^  OF  FUNGIBLE  rmis 

Mil.R.Evid.  901 

I’icxxxiure:  'llie  proponent  must  slitw: 

1.  That  the  witness  initially  received  the  ctoject  but  subsequently 
trananitted  it  to  another; 

2.  that  the  witness  safeguarded  it  vAile  it  was  in  his  custody  in 
such  a  manner  that  substitution  or  alteration  was  unlikely; 


3.  the  object  was  marked  or  acconpanied  by  a  means  which  penidts  the 
witness  to  identify  the  d^jcKrt  as  that  which  he  had  received  and 
safegucirded  ecirlier;  eind 

4.  the  object  is  in  substantially  the  same  condition  as  vdien  the 
c±)ject  was  in  the  possession  of  the  witness. 


Predicate  questions: 


Sample 


1.  What  did  you  find,  if  anything,  in  the  accused's  locker  during 
the  inspection? 


2.  What  did  you  do  with  this  sack? 


3.  What  did  you  see  inside  the  sack? 

4.  What  did  it  look  like? 

5.  What  did  it  smell  like? 

6.  What  did  you  do  with  the  sack  and  its  contents? 

7.  After  marking  the  sack  with  your  initials  and  the  date,  what  did 
you  do  with  the  sack  and  its  contents? 

8.  Who  is  Special  Agent  Niso? 

9.  Hw  did  you  give  the  sack  to  him? 

10.  Wliat  did  he  do  with  the  sack? 

11.  After  marking  the  sack  with  his  initials  and  the  time  and  date, 
vhat  did  Special  Agent  Niso  do  with  it? 

12.  What  was  the  condition  of  the  sack  and  its  contents  at  the  time 
that  you  turned  it  over  to  Special  Agent  Niso  conpared  to  when 
you  first  found  it? 

13.  Describe  the  precautions,  if  any,  that  you  took  to  safeguard  the 
sack  and  its  contents  from  the  time  you  first  took  it  into  your 
possession  until  the  time  you  released  it  to  Special  Agent  Niso. 

Your  Honor,  I  request  permission  to  approach  the  witness. 
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Let  the  record  reflect  that  I  am  shewing  the  witness  that  vdiich 
has  been  previously  marked  as  prosecution  exhibit  16  for 
identification.  What  is  that  cfcject? 

II(W  do  you  n '(vxjn i/.( '  il.V 

Conpared  to  when  you  last  saw  the  sack  and  its  contents,  what  are 
their  respective  conditions? 

let  the  record  reflect  that  I  am  retrieving  the  exhibit  from  the 
witness.  No  further  questions. 

The  next  witness  is  called: 

Preliminary  questions  are  asked  and  answered. 

Do  you  know  an  individual  named  Master-at-Arms  Witness? 

Did  you  have  occasion  to  see  him  on  the  last  day  in  March  of  this 
year? 

What,  if  anything,  did  Master-at-Arms  Witness  give  you  on  that 
date? 

IX'i'.oi-iU'  ttiis  .ScK’l-;. 

Describe  the  sack's  contents. 

What  did  you  do  with  the  sack  and  its  contents  after  receiving 
it? 


V/hat  did  you  do  with  the  sack  after  marking  it  with  your 
initials,  tJic  time  and  the  d<ite? 

Where  is  this  safe  located? 

Hew  many  people  other  than  yourself  have  access  to  that  safe? 

How  secure  is  the  office  in  which  the  safe  is  located? 

Hew  long  did  the  sack  and  its  contents  remain  in  the  safe? 

V'Jho  removed  the  sack  and  its  contents  frem  the  safe? 

I'/liat  was  tlic  (.:ondition  ol  tin-  sack  and  its  contents  at  that  tini:? 
What  did  you  do  with  the  sack  and  its  contents  then? 

V'/hat  is  a  NTS  file/case  number? 

V/hat  did  you  do  with  the  sack  after  marking  it  with  the  NIS 
file/case  number? 

Who  placed  it  in  the  mail? 
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35.  What  type  of  mail  was  used? 

36.  Who  addressed  the  package? 

37.  Where  was  it  mailed? 

38.  When  did  you  next  see  the  sack  and  its  contents? 

39.  Hew  did  it  return  to  your  possession? 

40.  What  type  of  mail  was  used  to  send  it  to  you? 

41.  After  picking  it  up  from  the  post  office,  vdiat  did  you  do  with 
it? 

42.  When  you  returned  to  your  office,  did  you  open  the  package? 

43.  What  condition  was  it  in  conpared  to  vi^ien  you  had  mailed  it  to 

die  crime  lab  two  weeks  previously? 

44.  How  do  you  knew  it  v/as  the  same  sack  and  contents  vdiich  you 
mailed  to  the  crime  lab? 

45.  Besides  the  same  NIS  file/case  nurtber,  vAiat,  if  anything,  makes 
you  sure  that  it  was  the  same  one? 

46.  After  inspecting  it,  vdiat  did  you  do  with  the  sack  and  its 
contents? 

47.  Is  that  the  same  safe  you  previously  described? 

48.  Hew  many  other  personnel  had  access  to  the  safe  at  that  time? 

49.  When  did  you  next  remove  the  sack  and  its  contents  from  the  safe? 

50.  Is  today  the  only  tine  that  the  sack  and  its  contents  have  been 

removed  from  the  safe  since  you  put  it  in  there  after  receiving 
it  back  from  the  crime  lab? 

Your  Honor,  I  reejuest  permission  to  approach  the  witness. 

51.  Special  Agent  Niso,  I  show  you  what  has  been  previously  marked  as 
PE  16  for  identification  and  ask  you  vdiat  it  is. 

52.  How  do  you  recognize  it? 

53.  Conpared  to  when  you  last  saw  the  object,  what  is  its  condition? 

54.  Conpared  to  when  you  first  received  the  object  froti 
Master-at-Arms  Witness,  what  is  the  condition  of  the  object? 
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Let  the  recxjrd  reflect  that  I  am  retrieving  PE  16  for 
identification  from  the  witness.  No  further  questions. 

'I'fie  m-xt  wiLncs::  is  cnllod: 

—  Preliminary  questions  are  asked  and  answered. 

Let  the  record  reflect  that  I  am  handing  PE  16  for  identification 
to  the  witness.  Mr.  Chemist,  what  is  that  object? 

Bfcw  do  you  recognize  it? 

Other  than  the  lab  nxmber  on  the  sack,  what,  if  anything,  makes 
you  sure  that  it  is  the  same  sack  that  you  received  in  the  mail 
on  4  April  of  this  year? 

Anything  else? 

What  type  of  mail  was  used  to  send  this  to  you? 

Describe  the  condition  of  the  package  vhen  it  was  delivered  to 
you. 

Wliat,  il  cu>y,  signs  ol  taiqxjLing  wore  evickmt  on  the  package? 

What  did  you  do  after  inspecting  the  package? 

When  did  you  mark  the  sack  with  the  lab  nuntjer  that  you 
previously  mentioned? 

What  did  you  do  then? 

After  finishing  your  analysis  of  the  sack's  contents,  vdiat  did 
you  do  with  the  sack  and  its  contents? 

Who  prepared  the  package? 

TO  vdion  did  you  address  it? 

What  type  of  mail  did  you  use  to  send  it  to  Special  Agent  Niso? 

Describe  the  condition  of  tJK-  sack  and  its  contents  both  when  you 
rc(x?ivcxl  tlxan  and  wten  y(Ai  iinilod  than. 

When,  if  ever,  did  you  leave  the  sack  and  its  contents  unattended 
by  yourself  vdiile  it  was  in  your  custody? 

(go  into  the  results  of  the  analysis) 

Let  the  record  reflect  that  I  am  shewing  defense  counsel  PE  16 
for  identification  for  his  inspection  and  possible  objection. 

Let  the  record  reflect  that  the  defense  counsel  has  returned  tiiu 
object  to  me.  Your  Honor,  I  request  that  the  exhibit  be  admitted 
into  evidence  and  the  words,  "for  identification"  be  deleted. 
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AUTHEWriCATION  OF  PRIVATE  DOCUMEWTS 
BY 

L WITNESS  WHO  OBSERVED  THE  DOCUMENT'S  EXECUTION 
Nil.R.Evid.  901,  1001,  &  1002 
Procedure ;  The  proponent  must  show  that: 

1.  Ihe  witness  observed  the  document's  execution; 

2.  the  witness  recognizes  the  exhibit  as  the  document  previously 
executed;  and 

3.  how  the  witness  recognizes  the  exhibit. 

Predicate  questions;  Sample  -  check 

1.  Preliminary  questions  are  asked  and  answered. 

2.  You  stated  that  the  accusfKl  entered  your  store  on  the  afternoon 
of  1  July  of  this  year.  What  happened  after  that? 

3.  Who  was  present  at  the  time? 

4.  Your  Honor,  I  request  that  this  document  be  marked  as  the  next 
prosecution  exhibit  in  order. 

5.  Let  the  record  reflect  that  the  reporter  has  marked  tJiis  as 
prosecution  exhibit  10  for  identification  and  returned  it  to  me. 
Your  Honor,  may  I  approach  the  witness? 

6.  Mr.  Storekeeper,  I  hand  you  what  has  been  marked  as  prosecution 
exhibit  10  for  identification  and  ask,  v^at  is  that  document? 

7.  How  do  you  recognize  it? 

8.  At  the  time  it  was  signed  and  then  given  to  you,  how  long  did  you 
examine  it? 

9.  How  carefully  did  you  look  at  it,  at  that  time? 

10.  Who  signed  this  check? 

11.  How  do  you  know  that? 

12.  What  characteristics  of  the  check  are  you  relying  upon  to 
identify  it? 


13.  Wiose  signature  appears  on  the  back  of  the  check? 


14.  When  did  you  affix  your  signature  to  the  back  of  the  check? 

15.  What  did  you  do  with  the  check  after  signing  it? 

16.  When  did  you  next  see  the  check? 

17.  Why  was  it  returned  to  you? 

18.  (ccxitinue  with  questions  cis  necessary) 

19.  Let  the  record  reflect  that  I  am  retrieving  the  exhibit  from  the 
witness  and  handing  it  to  the  defense  counsel  for  his  inspection 
and  possible  objection.  Let  the  record  reflect  that  the  defense 
counsel  has  returned  the  exhibit  to  me  and  that  I  am  handing  it 
to  the  military  judge.  Your  Honor,  I  offer  prosecution  exhibit 
10  for  identification  into  evidence  at  this  time.  I  request  that 
the  words,  "for  identification"  be  deleted  and  that  the  exhibit 
be  published  to  the  members  at  the  appropriate  time. 
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AUTHENTICATION  OF  PRIVATE  IXXUMEWrS 
BY 

A  WITNESS  FAMILIAR  WITH  TOE  AUTOOR'S  HAIttlWRITING  STYLE 
Mii.R.Evid.  901,  1001,  &  1002 
Procedure:  The  proponent  must  show  that: 

1.  The  witness  is  familiar  with  the  author's  handwriting  style; 

2.  the  basis  for  that  familiarity;  and 

3.  the  witness  recognizes  the  author's  handwriting  on  the  exhibit. 

Predicate  questions:  Sample  -  letter 

1.  Preliminary  questions  asked  and  answered. 

2.  Do  you  know  an  individual  by  the  name  of  Seaman  Accused? 

3.  How  do  you  know  him? 

4.  How  long  have  you  known  him? 

5.  How  well  do  you  know  him? 

6.  Are  you  familiar  with  his  handwriting? 

7.  How  familiar? 

8.  How  often  have  you  seen  the  accused  sign  his  name? 

9.  Over  v*iat  period  of  time  have  you  observed  the  accused  sign  his 
name? 

10.  Your  Honor,  I  request  permission  to  approach  the  witness. 

11.  Let  the  record  reflect  that  I  am  handing  the  witness  PE  2  for 
identification.  Petty  Officer  Witness,  please  examine  the 
document . 


12.  Petty  Officer  Witnes.s,  v^at  does  that  document  appear  to  be? 

13.  Who  signed  that  letter? 

14.  Why  do  you  say  that? 

15.  Let  the  record  reflect  that  I  am  retrieving  the  document  from  the 
witness,  and  handing  it  to  the  defense  counsel  for  his  inspection 
and  possible  objection. 


Let  the  recx>rd  reflect  that  I  am  presenting  prosecution  exhibit  2 
for  identification  to  the  military  judge.  Your  Hcaior,  I  offer 
prosecutiai  exhibit  2  for  identification  into  evidence.  I 
request  that  the  words,  "for  identification"  be  deleted  and  that 
the  document  be  publist^  to  the  mef±iers  at  the  appropriate  tiJte. 

(it  is  assumed  that  the  exhibit  was  proved  to  be  an  original 
prior  to  its  introduction) 
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VERTFTCATTON  OF  A  CIIAOT  OR  DIAGRAM 

Mil.R.Evid.  901 

Prcoedure;  The  prc^nent  must  slicw: 

1.  The  witness  is  familiar  with  the  area  or  daject  depicted  in  the 
chart  or  diagram; 

2.  the  basis  of  that  familiarity; 

3.  the  witness  recognizes  the  chart  or  diagram  as  depicting  the  area 
or  object  with  v^ch  he  is  familiar;  and 

4.  the  witness  states  that  the  chart  or  diagram  is  accurate. 

E>redicate  questions:  Sanple  -  diagram 

1.  Preliminary  questions  are  asked  and  answered. 

2.  Are  you  familiar  with  the  fantail  of  the  USS  Midway? 

3.  How  familiar? 

4.  Hew  often  have  you  been  there? 

5.  Over  what  period  of  time  have  these  visits  taken  place? 

6.  Your  Horor,  I  request  permission  to  have  this  diagram  marked  as 
prosecution  exhibit  1  for  identification. 

7.  Your  Honor,  I  request  permission  to  approach  the  witness. 

8.  Chief  Witness,  please  examine  prosecuticxi  exhibit  1  for 
identification.  You  may  step  down  frem  the  witness  stand  to  do 
so  if  you  like. 

9.  What  does  that  exhibit  appear  to  be? 

10.  Hew  do  you  recognize  it? 

11.  How  accurate  is  that  diagram? 

12.  Other  than  not  being  to  scale,  how  accurate  is  it? 

13.  Hew  accurately  does  it  shew  the  relationship  of  the  engine 
testing  mount  to  the  safety  nets? 
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(cxMitinue  questions  as  needed) 


Note  that  sate  military  judges  may  prefer  to  have  the  diagram 
marked  as  an  appellate  exhibit.  llTe  exhibit  may  be  offered  after 
it  has  been  verified  or  after  all  wi tresses  who  will  use  it 
during  their  testimony  have  taken  the  stand. 
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VERIFICATION  OF  A  GIM^  OR  DIAGRAM 


Mil.R.Evid.  901 

Procedure;  The  proponent  must  shew: 

1.  The  witness  is  iamiliar  with  the  £u:ea  or  ctoject  depicted  in  the 
chart  or  diagram; 

2.  the  basis  of  that  familiarity; 

3.  the  witness  recognizes  the  chart  or  diagram  as  depicting  the  area 
or  object  with  which  he  is  familiar;  and 

4.  the  witness  states  that  the  chart  or  diagram  is  accurate. 

Predicate  questions;  Saitple  -  diagram 

1.  Preliminary  questic«is  are  asked  and  answered. 

2.  Are  you  familicur  with  the  fantail  of  the  USS  Midway? 

3 .  How  familiar? 

4.  Hew  often  have  you  been  there? 

5.  Over  what  period  of  time  have  these  visits  taken  place? 

6.  Your  Honor,  I  request  permission  to  have  this  diagram  marked  as 
prosecution  exhibit  1  for  identification. 

7.  Your  Honor,  I  request  permission  to  aj^roach  the  witness. 

8.  Chief  Witness,  please  examine  prosecution  exhibit  1  for 
identification.  You  may  step  dewn  from  the  witness  stand  to  do 
so  if  you  like. 

9.  What  does  that  exhibit  appear  to  be? 

10.  How  do  you  recognize  it? 

11.  Hew  accurate  is  that  diagram? 

12.  Other  than  not  being  to  scale,  how  accurate  is  it? 

13.  Hew  accurately  does  it  shew  the  relationship  of  the  engine 
testing  nount  to  the  safety  nets? 
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14.  (continue  questions  as  needed) 


Note  that  some  ndlitary  judges  may  prefer  to  have  the  diagram 
marked  as  an  appellate  exhibit.  The  exhibit  may  be  offered  after 
it  has  been  verified  or  after  all  witnesses  who  will  use  it 
during  their  testimony  have  taken  the  stand. 


AUTEIENTICATION  OF  X-RAYS 
Mil.R.Evid.  901,  1001  &  1002 
Prcxredure:  The  proponent  must: 

1.  Shew  that  the  witness  was  a  qualified  x-ray  technician  at  the 
time  she  or  he  took  the  x-ray; 


2.  the  witness  took  the  relevajit  x-ray  at  a  certain  time  and  place; 

3.  the  witness  used  equipment  in  good  working  order  to  take  the 
x-ray; 

4.  the  witness  used  correct  procedures,  including  identification 
procedures,  to  take  the  x-ray; 

5.  the  witness  maintained  proper  chain  of  custody  between  the  time 
the  x-rays  were  taken  aixi  the  time  that  they  were  developed;  and 
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What  is  an  x-ray  itachine? 
What  is  a  cassette? 


What  is  the  identification  assenbly? 

What  was  the  condition  of  the  x-ray  machine,  cassette,  and 
identification  assembly? 

How  do  you  know  that? 

What  did  you  do  after  preparing  the  machine  and  related  equipment 
for  use? 

After  making  the  exposure,  vdiat  did  you  do? 

What  did  you  do  with  the  cassette? 

Where  was  the  cassette  between  the  time  of  its  exposure  and  its 
development? 

Who  else  handled  the  cassette  during  that  time  period? 

Who  developjed  the  cassette? 

Hew  did  you  develop  the  cassette? 

What  happened  next? 

Your  Honor,  I  request  piermission  to  approach  the  witness. 

Let  the  record  reflect  that  I  am  handing  the  witness  prosecution 
exhibit  2  for  identification.  Corpsman  Witness,  I  want  ycu  to 
examine  it  closely. 

What  is  prosecution  exhibit  2  for  identification? 

How  do  you  recognize  it? 

How  did  this  exhibit  come  to  be  here  today? 

Where  did  you  get  it  this  morning? 

Is  it  in  the  same  condition  as  when  you  pulled  it  from  the 
hospital  files? 
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SELF-AimiEOTICATICW  OF  Df>JI  JT-lU'n’S  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 


ACCOMPANIED  BY  AN  ATn-'-STING  CERTIFICATE 


Mil.R.Evid.  902 (4a) 


Prccodure: 


1.  A  true  copy  of  an  official  record  must  be  attached  to  a 
certificate. 


The  certificate  must: 


a.  State  that  the  signatory  is  a  custodian  of  the  record; 


b.  state  that  the  copy  of  the  document  is  true  and  accurate; 
and 


c.  be  signed  in  the  custodian's  official  capacity. 


Predicate  questions: 


Your  Honor,  I  request  that  this  document  be  marked  as  the  next 
defense  exhibit  in  order. 


let  the  record  reflect  that  this  document  has  been  marked  as 
defense  exhibit  3  for  identification  and  that  the  reporter  has 
returned  it  to  ne. 


Your  Honor,  I  offer  what  has  been  marked  as  defense  exhibit  3  for 
identification  into  evidence.  It  purports  to  be  a  true  copy  of 
the  accused's  enlistment  contract  and  is  acccnpanied  by  an 
attesting  certificate  which  states  that  its  signatory  is  the 
custodian  of  the  file  in  which  the  original  is  maintained,  that 
the  copy  is  true  and  accurate  and  that  the  certificate  was  signed 
in  the  custodian's  official  capacity.  It  is  requested  that  you 
take  judicial  notice  of  the  signature  and  of  the  custodian's 
duties. 


Let  the  record  reflect  that  I  am  shewing  defense  exhibit  3  for 
identification  to  the  trial  counsel  for  her  inspection  and 
possible  ctojection. 


Let  the  record  reflect  that  the  trial  counsel  has  returned  the 
document  bo  me  and  that  I  am  handing  the  document  to  the  military 
judge.  Your  Honor,  I  offer  defense  exhibit  3  for  identification 
into  evidence  at  this  time  and  request  that  the  words ,  "  for 
identification"  be  deleted. 
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*v 


Vi> 


VERIFICATiaJ  OF  PHOTOGRAPHS 


Mil.R.Evid.  901,  1001  and  1002 
Procedure:  The  proponent  must  shew: 

1.  That  the  witness  is  familiar  with  the  object  depicted  in  the 
photograph; 

2.  the  witness  has  a  basis  for  that  familiarity; 

3.  the  witness  recognizes  the  object  depicted  in  the  photograph  as 
that  with  which  he  or  she  is  familiar; 

4.  the  photograph  is  a  fair  depiction  of  the  object  at  the  relevant 
time;  and 

5.  the  photograph  is  an  original  (negative  or  any  print  therefrom). 
Predicate  questions:  Sanple 

1.  State  your  name,  rank,  unit  and  armed  force. 

2.  VVhat  billet  do  you  fill? 

3.  How  long  have  you  worked  in  the  motor  pool? 

4.  What  are  your  duties  there? 

5.  As  a  meohanic,  do  you  have  occasion  to  work  on  the  general's 
jeep? 

6.  Hew  often  would  you  work  on  that  jeep  in  a  given  month? 

7.  Hew  many  times  have  you  seen  that  jeep  since  you  began  working  in 
the  motor  pool? 

8.  Your  Honor,  I  request  permission  to  approach  the  witness. 

9.  Let  the  record  reflect  I  am  shewing,  vdiat  has  been  previously 
marked  as  prosecution  exhibit  3  for  identification  to  the 
witness . 

10.  Corporal  Witness,  what  is  prosecution  exhibit  3  for 
identification? 

11.  Hew  do  you  recognize  it? 

12.  What  perspective  or  viewpoint  does  that  photograph  give  of  the 
general's  jeep? 

13.  Hew  accurate  is  that  photograph? 

14.  Hew  accurately  does  it  shew  the  condition  of  the  jeep  on  15 
Decartaer  of  la:  t  year? 


—  Let  the  recxjrd  reflect  that  I  am  retrieving  prosecutiai 
exhibit  3  for  identificaticai  from  the  witness.  No 
further  questions. 

The  next  witness  is  called: 

—  Preliminary  questions  are  asked  and  answered. 

Your  Honor,  I  request  permission  to  approach  the  witness. 

Seaman  Witness,  I  hand  you  what  has  been  marked  cis  prosecution 
exhibit  3  for  identificaticHi  and  ask  you  vdiat  it  is. 

How  do  you  know  that? 

When  was  that  picture  developed? 

Who  developed  it? 

Who  made  the  prints? 

From  vdiat  were  the  prints  made? 

Where  is  the  negative? 

What,  if  any,  alterations  were  made  to  prints? 

What,  if  any,  alteration  appears  on  PE  3  for  identification? 

No  further  questions.  Let  the  record  reflecrt  that  I  am 
retrieving  the  exhibit  from  the  witness  and  handing  it  to  the 
defense  counsel  for  her  inspection  and  possible  objection.  Your 
Honor,  at  this  time,  I  offer  prosecution  exhibit  3  for 
icJentification  into  evidence  and  request  that  the  words,  "for 
identificxition"  be  deleted. 


